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CHAPTER  XII 


ISOCRATES 


LIFE 


IsocRATES  was  bom  five  years  before  the  beginning 
of  the  Peloponnesian  War  and  died  Just  after  the 
battle  of  Chaeroneia.  It  might  have  been  expected 
that  such  a  life,  touching  both  limits  of  such  a 
century,  would  have  been  in  its  written  records  the 
vivid  image  of  that  century  itself,  with  all  its 
vicissitudes  of  struggle,  with  all  its  variety  of  im- 
pressive contrasts.  One  whose  youth  had  known 
the  intense  and  desperate  energy  of  th^  '^-Jn 
which  Imperial  Athens  was  fighting  for  existence, 
whose  early  manhood  had  witnessed  the  terrible  and 
moving  drama  of Jier  overthrow,"  whose  nii'drllp.  ngA. 
had  been  passed  undeO^ 
now  changed  firom  the  deliverer  into  the  despot, 
whose  later  days  had  seen  the  restoration  of  Athens 
to  the  headship  of  a  great  Confederacy,  the  rise  of 
Epameinondas — a  second,  though  a  Theban,  Pericles 
for  Greece — and  hi8_deaithJ)fi£Qrfi- Ms  ..national  patriot- 
ism could  give  a  new  coherence  to  the  nation,  then 
the  space  of  hopeless  quarrelling  and  confusion,  with 

^t  VOL.  II  B 
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the  voice  of  Demosthenes  heard  above  it  all,  but 
heard  in  vain,  till  Philip  came  in  and  struck  his 
blow  —  surely,  it  might  have  been  thought,  a 
political  essayist  with  such  a  compass  of  personal 
experience  must  be  of  almost  unique  value  for  the 
comparison  of  period  with  period.  Isocrates  in  one 
sense  disappoints  any  such  hope.  For  us,  he  lives 
and  thinks  and  feels  almost  exclusively  in  the  years 
380-338  B.C.  By  his  ideas  and  aspirations,  by 
the  whole  bent  of  his  character,  he  is  thoroughly 
4etached  from  that  order  of  things  under  which  the 
first_gart^fJiis.JjQiigJife  was  passed;  he  has  carried 
little  or  nothing  of  its  mind  on  with  him  ;  it  is  a 
memory,  giving  a  certain  tragic  irony  to  his  after- 
life, not  a  force  blending  with  the  new  forces.  As 
Antiphon  breathes  the  spirit  of  the  elder  common- 
wealth, as  Andocides  is  associated  with  the  troubled 
politics  of  Athens  in  the  second  half  of  the  Pelopon- 
nesian  War,  as  Lysias  expresses  the  ordinary  citizen- 
life  of  the  restored  democracy,  so  Isocrates  is  dis- 
tinctively the  man  of  the  decadence — an  Athenian, . 
still  more  a  Greek,  of  the  age  of  declining  in- 
dependence. 
Birth  and  Isocratcs   was   boTU  in  436    B.c.    (01.   86.  1.) — 

five  years  before  the  birth  of  Xenophon,^  a  native 
of  the  same  deme  of  Erchia^  and  seven  years  before 
the  birth  of  Plato.  His  father  Theodoras  owned 
slaves  skilled  in  the  trade  of  flute  -  making,  ^ — a 
fact  of  which  Comedy,  when  it  attacked  Isocrates, 
did  not  forget  to  avail  itself,^ — and  was  rich  enough 

*  Curtius  (v.  147,  Ward)  follows  ^  Strattis,     Aialarda^     frag.      1, 

Bergk    in    assigning    the    birth    of      Meineke,  p.  292. 
Xenophon  to  431  b.c. 


parentage. 
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to  have  been  choregus;  his  mother's  name  was 
Heduto.  He  had  three  brothers,  Diomnestus,  Tele- 
sippus  and  Theodoras  ;  and  a  sister,  ft  The  teachers  of 
the  young  Isocrates  are  variously  enumerated.  One 
thing  is  clear,  that  two  contrasted  influences^  came  to 
bear  upon  his  early  training ;  the  influence  of  Socrates 
and  the  influence  of  the  sophists. 

The  dramatic  date  of  the  PAaedrw5— -whatever  is  The  augury 
its  actual  date — may  be  placed  about  410  B.C.,  when  Platonic 

T  ,  .  X        •  /»  11  Socrates. 

isocrates  was  twenty-six  years  01  age,  and  when 
Lysias,  according  to  the  received  account,  was  forty- 
eight.  At  the  end_  of  the  conversation,  Socrates 
suggests  that  Phaedras  should  relate  it  to  his  friend 
Lysias. 

Phxiedrus,  And  you — what  will  you  do  ?  Your  friend 
ought  not  to  be  neglected  either. 

Socrates.     And  who  is  he  ? 

Phdedrus.  The  gentle  Isocrates.  What  message  will 
you  take  to  him,  Socrates  ?     What  are  we  to  call  him  ? 

Socr.  Isocrates  is  still  young,  Phaedrus ;  but  I  do  not 
mind  telling  you  what  I  prophesy  of  him. 

Phaedrus,    And  what  may  that  be  ? 

Socr.  He  seems  to  me  to  have  a  genius  above  the 
oratory  of  Lysias^  and  altogether  to  be  tempered  of  nobler 
elements.  And  so  it  would  not  surprise  me  if,  as  years  go 
on,  he  should  make  all  his  predecessors  seem  like  children 
in  the  kind  of  oratory  to  which  he  is  now  addressing  him- 
self; or  if — supposing  this  should  not  content  him — some 
diviner  impulse  should  lead  him  to  greater  things.  My  dear 
Phaedrus,  a  certain  philosophy  is  inborn  in  him.  This  is 
my  message,  then,  from  the  gods  of  the  place  to  my  pet 
Isocrates — and  you  have  your  message  for  your  Lysias.^ 

*  Phaedr,  pp.  278-279  e,  where  see  Dr.  Thompson's  note. 
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This  memorable  prophecy  offers  to  Isocrates  the 
choice  of  two  careers  ;  and  the  fact  that,  in  Plato's 
sense,  he  did  not  eventually  rise  to  the  higher  career 
only  increases  the  interest  of  such  a  testimony.  The 
"  philosophy  "  of  Isocrates — the  way  in  which  he  was 
affected  by  Socrates,  and  his  relation  to  the  Socratics 
— must  be  considered  separately.  At  present  we  are 
concerned  with  the  outer  facts  of  his  life.  It  appears, 
then,  from  the  Phaedvus  that  Isocrates  was  intimate 
with  Socrates ;  and  further,  that  there  was  a  time  in 
his  earlier  life  when  he  seemed  to  Plato  capable  of 
rising  from  the  art  of  expression  to  the  highest  search 
for  truth.  The  companionship  of  Socrates  has  left  a 
broad  mark  upon  his  work,  in  his  purpose  of  bringing 
his  "philosophy '^  to  bear  directly  on  the  civic  life: 
the  "  philosophic  "  bent  which  raised  and  disappointed 
the  hopes  of  Plato  may  perhaps  be  traced  in  his 
constant  effort  to  grasp  general  conceptions  and  to 
bring  phenomena  back  to  principles. 
Early  Nearly  all  the  popular  sophists  of  that  day  are 

with  the  named  as  teachers  of  Isocrates.^  Prodicus,  skilled  in 
the  distinguishing  of  synonyms,  seems  to  have  been 
esteemed  by  Socrates  ;  and  it  is  probable  that  Isocrates, 
like  Xenophon,  was  a  pupil  of  both.  £rotagoras  may 
have  helped  to  form,  by  grammatical  studies,  a  style 
which  was  afterwards  as  correct  as  it  was  free. 
Theramenes  was  the  master  through  whom  Isocrates 
first  knew  the  art  of  Gorgias.      Of  all  the  merely 

1  Prodicus  is  named  by  [Plut.],  is  added,  no  doubt  wrongly,  by  [Plut.], 

Suidas    and    the  anon,    biographer  Dionys.,   Sold. ;    and    Suidas    gives 

(in    Dind.    ed.    of    Isocr.    1825): —  ''E^pytvosy  —  corrected    by    Ruhnken 

Protagoras  by  Suid. :  Theramenes  by  {Hist,  Crit.  p.  60)  into  *Apx^voi  (the 

[Plut],  Dionys.,  Anon. :  Oorgias  by  patriot  of  403  :  Dem.  in  Tinwer,  § 

[Plut.],  Diony 8.,  Suid.,  Anon.    Tisias  185). 
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literary  influences  which  reached  Isocrates,  that  of  Gorgiaa. 
Gorgiaa  was  by  far  the  strongest.  Isocrates  was  not, 
indeed,  a  mere  imitator.  His  matured  style  was  not 
only  severer  but  more  completely  artistic  than  that 
of  Gorgias  can  ever  have  been^  But  the  tirst  literary 
inspiration  of  Isocrates  came  from  the  great  Sicilian 
rhetorician ;  and  it  is  another  proof  of  the  astonishing 
natural  force,  the  power  of  impressing  and  fascinating, 
which  Gorgias  certainly  possessed.  It  was  probably 
not  until  about  390  B.C.,  after  he  had  begun  his 
professional  life  at  Athens,  that  Isocrates  came  into 
personal  contact  wSh  Gorgias.  He  then  visited 
GorgiasJn.Thfijaaaly ;  ^  and,  in  all  likelihood,  brought 
back  with  him  the  idea  of  the  work  which  occupied 
him  for  the  next  ten  years, — the  Panegyricus. 

Want  of  nerve  and  weakness   of  voice — defects  Life  of 

1  SOCTfttOS 

which  at  Athens,  as  he  says,  entailed  more  than  the  to  404  b.c. 
ignominy  of  disfranchisement^ — kept  Isocrates  out, 
of  public  life.  During  the  last  years  of  the  Pelopon- 
nesigjLJZEar, — that  time  so  vividly  described  in  the 
Memorabilia,  when  it  was  easier  to  find  money  in 
the  streets  of  Athens  than  a  man  able  and  willing 
to  lend  it,^ — Isocrates  lost  all  his  patrimony.*  Then 
came  the  taking  of  Athens  by  Lysander  and  the 
eight  months'  rule  of  the  Thirty  Tyrants  —  from 
July  404,  to  February  403.  In  the  autumn  of  404 
Theramenes  was  put  to  death.  When  he  was  de- 
nounced by  Critias,  and  sprang  for  safety  to  the  altar, 

'  Orator,  §  167.     For  the  residence  *  Those  who  want  ipowi/f  and  r6\fia 

of  Gorgias  in  Thessaly,  Isocr.  Antid.  are    dTifi6T€poi    r(av    6<p€i\bvTtav    r^ 

§§  155,  6.--J.  G.   Pfundt,  de  Isocr.  STjfioffUp:  Panalh.  (xii)  §  10. 

wto  rf  «Tip<w,  p.  14,  puts  the  visit  in  5^        u              "   o 

OL  97,-390-386  B.c.    The  Pancgyri-  ^^^'  ^'""-  "'  """•  ^' 

cue  belongs  to  380  b.c.  *  AiUid,  (xv.)  §  161. 
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Isocrates  alone,  so  the  story  went,  dared  to  rise  and 
make  an  attempt  to  plead  for  him.  Theramenes 
begged  him  to  desist; — death  would  be  bitterer 
if  it  was  the  death  of  a  friend  too.^  Whatever 
may  be  the  worth  of  this  story,  it  is  likely  that 
Isocrates,  a  young  man  of  promise  and  a  disciple  of 
the  new  culture,  should  have  been  an  object  of 
suspicion  to  the  party  of  Critias ;  and  the  proscrip- 
tion of  the  Art  of  Words  would  have  been  another 
motive  for  leaving  Athens  in  the  case  of  one  who, 
having  lost  his  fortune  and  being  unfitted  for  a 
public  career,  had  now  to  rely  on  some  kind  of 
literary  work. 
stay  of  It  can  hardly  be  doubted  that  it  was  at  this  time 

at  Chios,     — in  the  autumn  of  404- — that  Isocrates  left  Athens 
B.C.  for  Chios.      In   that  island   he   opened  a  schooLof 

Rhetoric,  and  had  some  success.  He  seems  to  have 
returned  to  Athens  either  just  before  or  just  after 
the  Athenian  democracy  was  formally  restored  in 
September  403.' 

1  [Plut.]  VU,  Isoer,     The  story  is  belong   to   394  or  893.      If,    then, 

amplified  by  the   Anonymous  Bio-  Aristotle  is  right,   his  teaching   at 

grapher,  but  not  noticed  byDionysius,  Chios  cannot  have  begun  before  393. 

although  he  makes  Isocrates  a  pupil  (2)  Sanneg  (De  Schola  IsocrcUea, 

of  Theramenes.     Compare  the  story  Halle,  1867)  puts  the  stay  at  Chios 

of  Isocrates  daring  to  wear  mourning  in  398-395  B.O.  ;  arguing  that  the 

for  Socrates  [Plut.]  years 395-388  are  claimed  for  Athens 

^  The  date  of  I.'s  sojourn  at  Chios  as  againstChios  by  the  life-chronology 

is  a  vexed  question.  of  certain  of  I.'s  pupils  (esp.  Eunomus 

(1)  Sauppe,  followed  by  Rauchen-  — Philomelus  —  Androtion  :    Aniid. 

stein  (Introd.  to  Select  Speeches,  p.  4),  §  93). 

thinks  that  Isocr.  was  at  Chios  from  The  important  point,  in  my  view, 

about  393  to  388  b.c.     His  argument  is    this  :  —  Isocrates  wrote  forensic 

is  this.     Cicero  {BnU.  §  48)  quotes  speeches  for  about  ten  years   from 

Aristotle  as  saying  that  Isocrates ^r^^  403  :  he  began  to  teach  regularly  at 

wrote  forensic  speeches,  and  a/j(fn^'aref5  Athens  about  392.     He  may  have 

taught    rhetoric.      But  his  earliest  taught  for  a  livelihood  at  Chios  in 

known  forensic  speech.  Or.  xxi,  refers  404-3,  but  this  was  an  accident.     It 

to  403  B.C. ;  the  latest  (Or.  xvii,  xix)  does  not  represent  a  period  of  his  life- 
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Now  begins  the  first  period  of  his  regular  pro-  uiezt     x 

.°  : — *^ ;  -^^ ±- —    Athens  as 

fessional  life — that  period  during  which  he  Tgroto.  a  wnter  for 
speeches  for  the  law-courts.    The  six  forensic  speeches  courts, 

•*•  ■■•  403-393 

which  are  extant  cover  a  period  of  about  ten  years.  b.c. 
The  speech  Against  Euthynus  (xxi)  may  be  placed 
in  403,  immediately  after  the  restoration  of  the 
democracy ;  that  Against  Callimachus  (xvni)  in  402  ; 
the  De  Bigis  (xvi)  in  397  or  396 ;  the  speech 
Against  Lochites  (xx)  in  394  ;  the  Trapeziticus  (xvii) 
and  Aegineticus  (xix)  in  the  second  half  of  394  or 
early  in  393. 

In  his  later  writings  Isocrates  nowhere  recognises  hu  uter 

Q—        . . .  ..  - o   -   -      reDudia- 

this  phase  of  his  own  activity.  He  speaks  with  tionof 
contempt  of  those  who  write  for  the  law-courts,  and  Rhetoric. 
emphatically  claims  it  as  his  own  merit  that  he  chose 
nobler  themes.^  It  may  have  been  partly  the  tone 
of  such  passages  which  emboldened  his  adopted  son 
Aphareus  to  assert  that  Isocrates  had  never  written 
a  forensic  speech.  This  statement  is  decisively  re- 
jected by  Dionysius,  who  concludes,  on  the  authority 
of  Cephisodorus,  the  orator's  pupil,  that  Isocrates 
wrote  a  certain  number  of  such  speeches,  though  not 
nearly  so  many  as  Aristotle  had  reported.^  The 
modern  hypothesis  that  Isocrates  composed  the  ex- 
tant forensic  orations  merely  as  exercises  {fieXerai), 
not  for  real  causes,  is  another  attempt  to  explain 
his  later  tone.^    But  these  later  utterances  merely 

work.    Cic.  BnU,  §  48  does  not  apply  *  See  especially  Paneg.  [Or.  iv]  §§ 

to  it.     Surely  some  such  strong  out-  11,  12:  PaiuUK  [xii]  §  11 :  Antid, 

ward  pressure  as  the  Tyranny  makes  [xv]  §§  8,  48-51,  227-8,  276. 

I.*8  migration  more  intelligible.     I  '■*  Dionys.  Isocr,  c.  18. 

find  that  A.  Kyprianos,  rd  dir6pfnfTa  ^  This  hypothesis  has  been  main- 

Tw   *lffOKpdTovSf   Athens,  1871   (pp.  tained(e.g.)by(l)We8termann(inhis 

22-8)  agrees  with  me.  Hist,  of  Greek  Oratory,  p.  82),  (2) 
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CHAP. 


392  B.a 
Beginning 
of  his 
career  as 
(l)an 
educator, 
(2)  a  pub- 
licist. 


The 

Discourse 
'*  Against 
the 
Sophists." 


mean  that  Isocrates  regarded  his  former  work  for 
the  law-courts  as  an  unworthy  accident  of  his  early 
life  previous  to  the  beginning  of  his  true  career. 
Nowhere,  be  it  observed,  does  he  deny  that  he  ever 
wrote  for  the  courts,  or  that,  to  use  his  own  phrase, 
he  had  been  a  doll-maker  before  he  became  a 
Pheidias.^  He  only  says  that  his  choice^  his  real 
calling,  lay  in  another  direction. 

It  was  about  the  vear  392  that  this  choice  was 
finally  made.  He  ^  opened  a  school  at  Athens  neax 
the  Lyceum ;  ^  and  thenceforth  his  social  function 
was  twofold.  He  was  first  of  all  «m  educator ;  next, 
not  for  his  pupils  only  but  the  whole  Greek  public, 
he  was  a  political  essayist.  '^ 

The  discourse  Against  the  Sophists  is  the  mani- 
festo which  he  put  forth  (about  391)  at  the  be- 
ginning of  his  professional  life,  as  the  speech  on  the 
Antidosis  is  the  apologia  in  w^hich  about  forty  ^ears 
lat^r  he  reyiewed.  it.  In  this  first  pamphlet  he 
negatively^ defines  his  view  of  culture  by  protesting 
against  three  classes  of  "sophists"  :  (l)  the  Eristics, 
by  whom  he  seems  to  mean  the  minor  Socratics — ^the 
reference  to  Plato  is  not  certain  here,  as  in  the 
Helenae  Encomium — especially  Eucleides  and  the 
Megarics ;  (2)  the  ordinary^professors  of  deliberative 


y^ 


Benseler,  Dc  Hialu,  p.  56  so  far  as 
regards  Orr.  xvi,  xviii,  xix,  xx. 
He  thinks  xvii  and  xx  spurious.  On 
the  other  side,  see  Miiller,  Hist.  Or, 
Lit.  II.  159  (Donalds.);  Henn,  de 
Isoer.  rhetore  (he  justly  lays  stress  on 
Arist's  notice);  Starke,  De  OrcUt, 
Forens,  Cmnnvent,  p.  1,  fwU  ;  Ranch- 
enstein,  Introd.  p.  4. 

^  Antid,  §  2,  CxrTcp  h»  ef  rif  4>eid(av 


rhp  rb  Tip  *A6rivas  Woj  ipyaad/xevou 
ToX/MfitJ  KoKeip  KopoTXddw, 

'  Probably  between  the  Lyceum 
and  the  Cynosarges  ;  see  Sanneg,  de 
Schol,  laocr,  p.  14 ;  Anou.  Biogr. 
irp6s  Tfp  AvK€l(^  rtfi  yvfUfOfflt^.  The 
talk  of  the  Sophists  about  him  in  th^i 
Lyceum,  {Panaih.  §  18)  was  held,  then, 
in  his  close  neighbourhood. 
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and  forensic  speaking,  whom  he  fienaurea..  r.hip.fly-ibr. 
the  imposture  (oKa^ovela)  of  ascribing  a  bound Iftsa 
and  infallible  efficacy  to  a  technical  method ;  (3)  the 
earlier  writers  of  '  Arts/  of  whom  he  complains,  as 
Aristotle  complained  afterwards,  that  they  Qonfined 

themselves  to  the  least  worthy,  the  forensic^  branch 

of  Rhetoric. 

Here,  then,  we  have  hinted  the  leading  ideas  of  Leading 

,        ,  ...      ;  "■ '*— : ideasofthe 

the  new  cidture  which  Isocrates  was  preparing  to  isocratic 
interpret :  (1)  it  is  to  be  practical — avoiding  barren  ^; 
subtleties ;  (2)  it  is  to  be  rational — resting  on  the 
development  of  the  whole  intelligence,  not^n  techni- 
calitiesj  (3)  it  is  to  be  comprehensive — not  limited 
to  any  singleOTofessionalroutine.  ^ 

To  judge^  from  the  ages  of  the  men  who  were 
his  pupils^  Isocrates  must  have  been  successful  from 
the  first.  The  outer  history  of  his  school  falls  into 
three  periods :  1.  from  392  to  378 ;  2.  from  376  to 
351 ;  3.  from  350  to  338  B.c. 

From  392  to   378   his  pupils  were   almost  ex-  First 
clusively   Athenian.      His   own  literary   activity   is  hL  school, 

-  '■ "     "      ^    ^  392-878 

marked  by  the  Budris  (391  or  390) — in  which  he  B.a 
undertakes  to  show  Polycrates,  a  rhetorician  after- 
wards of  some  repute,  how  to  treat  mythical  subject- 
matter  :   and  by  the  Paneavric\is.  which  made  Jiifl 
name  known  throughout  Greece. 

In  378  the  new  Confederation  revived  for  Athens  The  years 

^78-876 

at  least  a  shadow  of  that  naval  supremacy  which 
had  been  given  up  just  a  century  before.  It  was 
probably  during  the  next  two  years  (378-376)  that 
Isocrates  was  the  companion  and  the  secretary  of 
Timotheus  the  son  of  Conon — known  to  him  since 


lo  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

about  384/  and  at  this  time  successfully  energetic 
in  organising  the  new  League  both  in  the  Archipelago 
and  in  the  Ionic  Sea.-  The  friendship  of  Isocrates 
with  Evagoras,  king  of  Salamis  in  Cyprus,  the  friend 
of  Conon  and  his  son,  may  have  begun  at  this  time. 
Second  Between  the  years  376  and  351   the  school  of 

thTschTOi,  Isocrates  reached  the  height  of  its  prosperity  and 
Ro"^^^  fame.  His  own  reputation^  and  the  new  rank  of 
Athens  as  the  centre  of  the  Naval  Confederacy, 
combined  to  bring  him  pupils_  from  all  parts  of 
Greece,  from  Sicily  in  the  West  and  from  Pontus  in 
the  East,  Some  of  these  jpupils  stayed  three  years 
with  him,  some  even  four.  Meanwhile  he  was 
writing  much.  In  the  letter  To  Nicocles  (374  b.c.) 
and  the  discourse,.  iWeoc/e^,  or  the  Cyprians  (372?), 
he  discusses  the  mutual  duties  of  king  and  subjects. 
The  letter  of  advice  To  Demonicus  is  of  about  the 
same  date.  The  Htdenae  Encomium  (370)  and  the 
Evagoras  (365)  are  examples  of  imaginative  and 
of  historical  panegyric.  The  Plataicus  (373)  and  the 
Archidamus  (366)  deal  with  the  contemporary  aflFairs 
i'  of  Boeotia  and  Lacedaemon  ;  the  Areopagiticus  (355) 
and  the  oration  On  the  Peace  (355)  treat  the  domes- 
tic  and  the  foreign  politics  of  Athens.  The  speech 
Qn  the  Antidods  (353)  reviews  the  professional  life 
of  the  wiiter — then  eighty- three — and  defends  the 
ideas  to  which  it  had  been  devoted. 

In  the  year  351  Mausolus,  dynast  of  Caria,  died ; 
and  his  widow  Artemisia  proposed  in  honour  of  his 
memory  a  contest  of  panegyrical   eloquence   which 

*  Pfundt,  de  Isocr.  vU.  et  acr,  p.  16.       a  pupil  of  Isocrates. 
From  [Dem.]  ipurriK^  §  46  it  appears  "  Curtius,  v.  87  (Ward):  Sanneg,cfo 

that  Tiinotheus  was  not  in  early  youth      sch.  Isocr.  p.  10. 
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brought  a  throng  of  brilliant  rhetoricians  to  Hali- 
camassus.  No  competitor  (it  is  said)  presented  him- 
self who  had  not  been  a  pupil  of  Isocrates ;  and  it 
was  certainly  a  pupil  of  Isocrates — ^Theopompus  the 
historian — who  gained  the  prize.  A  tradition  that 
this  day  of  glory  for  the  school  was  a  day  of  personal 
defeat  for  its  master  may  safely  be  rejected.  One 
who  had  always  been  deterred  by  want  of  nerve 
and  of  voice  from  speaking  in  the  Athenian  ecclesia 
was  not  likely,  at  the  age  of  eighty-five,  to  ignore 
these  defects,  for  the  purpose  of  competing  in  a 
foreign  city  with  his  own  pupils.  The  Isocrates 
named  as  a  competitor  by  Suidas  was  unquestion- 
ably Isocrates  of  ApoUonia.^ 

The  speech  Chi  the  Antidosis  (353)  would  have  Third 

period  of 

been  a  fitting  farewell  to  a  long  and  prosperous  his  school, 
career.  During  the  last  thirteen  j;ear8  of  his  life  b.c.  ^ 
(351-338)  the  foremost  interest  of  Isocrates  cannot 
have  been  in  his  work  as  a  teacher.  Philip  of 
Macedon  was  coming  to  his  full  power ;  and  in  the 
J^hilippics  (346)  Isocrates  already  hails  the  destined 
restorer  ^f  Q^^^^^  But  to  the  end  of  his  life  Iso- 
crates continued  to  teach.  The  Panathenaicus  was 
begun  in  342.  It  was  about  half-finished  when  he 
was  attacked  by  a  disease  against  which — when  he 


*  Suidas  (s.  vv.  'A/AiJicXa,  ^IffOKpdrrp) 
says  that  none  but  pupils  of  Isocrates 
entered,  and  mentions  **  Isocrates  "  as 
a  competitor.  Taylor  {Leett,  Lys.  in. 
p.  233),  Ruhnken  {Hist,  Crit.  p.  85) 
and  Clinton  {F,  H,  sub  anno  352) 
understand  the  Athenian  orator.  So 
also  [Plut.]  ViL  Isocr, 

Vhotinscod,  176  quotes  Theopompus 
speaking  slightingly  of  his  master 


Isocrates  ;  and  Porphyry's  statement 
{ap.  Euscb.  Praecept,  Evang.  x,  8.  p. 
464  o)  that  Theopompus  scorned  Iso- 
crates because  he  had  beaten  him  was 
probably  founded  on  this.  Sanneg 
thinks  that  the  Athenian  icrote  an 
oration  which  the  ApoUoniate  spoke ; 
an  ingenious  but  surely  an  improb- 
able compromise. 
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finished  the  discourse  in  339 — he  had  been  fighting 
for  three  years.  ^  But  he  was  still  working  hard 
every  day.  He  speaks  of  himself,  in  another  place,^ 
as  revising  it  with  some  young  pupils.  He  was  then 
ninety-seven. 
Renown  of  The  importance  of  his  school  for  Athens  and  for 
Greece  can  best  be  judged  from  the  series  of  men 
whom  it  helped  to  form.  Hermippus  of  Smyrna 
wrote  a  book  on  the  "  Disciples  of  Isocrates  "  ;  ®  and 
the  monograph  of  a  modern  scholar  has  brought 
together  forty-one  of  these.''  In  the  speech  On  tlie 
Antidosis  it  is  part  of  the  imaginary  accuser's  indict- 
ment that  the  pupils  of  Isocrates  have  been  not 
only  private  persons  but  statesmen,  generals,  kings.*^ 
Cicero  described  the  school  of  Isocrates  as  that  in 
which  the  eloquence  of  all  Greece  was  trained  and 
perfected.^  Its  disciples  were  the  foremost  speakers 
or  writers  of  their  time — brilliant,  as  he  says  else- 
where, "either  in  battle  or  in  pageant."^  According 
to  Dionysius,  Isocrates  was  the  most  illustrious 
^  teacher  of  his  day ;  he  educated  the  best  youths  of 
his  own  city  and.  of  all  Greece — distinguished,  some 
as  politicianSj^me  as  advocates,  some  as  historians  ; 
and  made  his  school  the  true  image  of  Athens.** 
Represent-  Amoug  the  Statesmen  are  Timotheus,  the  orator 
pupils  of     Le6damas  of  Acharnae,  L^curgus   and   Hypereides. 

IsocFflitres. 

Among  the  philosophers  or  rhetoricians  are  Isaeus, 

»  Panath,  [xii]  §  267.  ^  ArUid,  §  5. 

*  lb.  §  200.  «  BrvL  32  :  Orator  §  40. 

^  Athen.  xiii.  p.  592  D.  "  Dc   Oral,    ii.    §   94,  jyartim    in 

*  The    excellent    and    exhaustive  pompa,  partim  in  acie  iUuslres. 
essay  of  Sanneg,  De  Schola  Isocratea  ^  Dionys.  Isocr,  c,l,Trjt  *A$rjyai(ijy 
(pp.  60 :    Halle,   1867),   has  already  t6\€u)s    clKdva    Toii/i<ras    Hiv    iavrou 
been  more  than  once  cited.  <rxo\ifiy. 
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Isocrates  of  ApoUonia,  successor  of  his  master  in  the 
school,  and  Speusippus,  successor  of  his  uncle  Plato 
in  the  Academy.  History  is  represented  by  Ephorus 
and  Theopompus. 

But  it  was  not  only  or  most  directly  through  the  His 
statesmen,  speakers  and  writers  whom  he  trained  that  as  a  pouti- 
Isocratea  was  related  to  the  public  interests  of  his  day. 
Hiay^  political  writings,  (i^ad^hroughout  Greece,    ^ 
gave  him  greater  influence  upon  popular  opinion  than 
belonged   to  any  other  literary  man  of  the  time ; 
and  he  used  this  influence  principally  to  enforce  one 
idea. 

The  fourth  century  b.o.  is  filled  with  the  feverish  iwcrates 
struggle  of  the  Greek  States  fgo*  Jwo  oty^^^       oneof-^^onflict^ 
which  was  no  sooner  partly  gained  than  it  seemed  to  des  Tn  the 
conflict  with  the  other ; — the  unity  of  Greeceuind  the  b.c.^^°  '^^ 
frgedom  of  the  individual  Greek  state.     Athens  is  y 
the  centre  of  this  struggle.     The  sentiment  of^Greek 
unity  created  by  the  Persian  Wars  revived  after  the 
exhausting  struggle  of  the  Peloponnesian  War.     For 
the  next  twenty  years,  however,  it  was  kept  down 
by  the  oppressive  dominion  of  Sparta.     In  378  it 
rece^ved_ji_pajli2j,  expression,  m    the    new  Naval 
Confederacy  of  which  Athens  was  the  head,  just  as, 
in  478,  it  had  been  more  completely  expressed  by  the 
Confederacy  of  Delos.     But  the  second   hegemony, 
like  the  first,  gradually  passed  into  an  empire  irk- 
some to  the  allies.     At  the  end  of  tw^^^ty  yt^sKv^.  it 
was  broken  up  by  the  SociaLWar.     Unity  was  over- 
thrown    in   favour   of    freedom.      Two   speeches   of 

— ■ ■ ; ,  The  Pane- 

Isocrates  mark  the  two  crises.    The  PanejyyWct^  (381)  gyricuaand 

'  bhe  De 

is  a  call  to  the  unity  partly  realised  just  afterwards  :  Pace. 
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the  speech  On  the  Peace  (355)  foreshadows  the 
victory  soon  to  be  gained  by  the  rival  principle  of 
separate  autonomy. ^ 

Under  this  struggle,  as  the  cause  of  its  feverish- 


from  the 
State. 


separation  .        ^     .  . 

of  Society  ncss  and  its  futility,  lay  the  mortal  disease  which  had 
already  stricken  Greek__ciyili8ation.  From  the  close 
of  the  colonising  period  that  civilisation  had  been 
almost  stationary ;  for  it  was  not  so  highly  or  so 
flexibly  organised  that  it  could  go  on  developing 
itself  greatly  on  a  limited  area  or  continue  to  advance 
otherwise  than  by  self-diffusion.-  And  now  the 
arrest  of  dev-elopment  had  given  place  to  the  begin- 
ing  of  dissolution.  The  process  of  this  dissolution 
might  be  defined  as  the  gradual  divorce  of  Society 
from  the  State.  In  the  normal  Greek  conception 
iociftty  q.nfl   thft  Stn.tft  wptp.  on  ft.     The  man  had  no 

existence  apart  ..from  -±h£i.  .citizen  ;  morality  was 
inseparable  from,  civic  virtue.®  But  meanwhile  new 
intellectual  and  moral  ij^eeda  had  come  into  being,  to 
which  the  limited  elasticity  of  the  state-life  could  no 
longer  respond ;  and  on  the  other  hand  Greek 
democracy  had  passed  the  point  up  to  which, 
organised  as  it  was,  it  was  capable  of  a  healthy 
growth.     The  individual  had  begun  to  draw  more 


*  The  general  relation  of  Isocrates 
to  the  Greek  and  Athenian  politics 
of  his  day  is  well  sketched  in  Oncken's 
IsokrcUes  nnd  Allien  (Heidelberg, 
1862).  In  his  introduction  (pp.  v. 
vi)  he  has  brought  out  this  contrasted 
significance  of  the  Paivegyricus  and 
the  Dc  Face. 

*  The  edition  of  the  Orations  of 
Demosthenes  and  Aeschines  On  Ou 
Croicn^  by  Mr.  G.  A.  Simcox  and 
Mr.  W.  H.   Simcox  (Oxford,  1872), 


contains  an  excellent  Essay  by  Mr. 
G.  A.  Simcox,  On  the  Prtxctical 
PoUti4^  of  the  Age  of  Demosthenes 
(pp.  Ixvii-xcii),  to  which  I  shall 
have  occasion  to  refer  again.  See  §  3, 
"  Arrest  of  the  Material  Development 
of  Greece." 

^  Oncken  (laokr.  u,  Athen,  p.  2) 
points  out  how, — even  when  society 
was  most  overpowering  and  breaking 
up  the  State,— the  timory  of  this 
identity  was  kept  up. 
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and  more  away  from  the  State,  Instead  of  the 
citizen's  duty  being  the  standard  of  spiritual  life, 
the  needs  of  individual  development  became  the 
measure  of  what  could  reasnuably  ^  pyppptA^  frnTYi 
the  citizen.  The  most  striking  proof  of  this  is  the  ^ 
decay — almost  the  disappearance — of  a  virtue  which 
has  its  root  in  the  idea  of  the  State — reaiiness 
for  personal  self-sacrifice.  AcJ^ive  love  of  one's  own 
city — the  central  instinct  of  healthy  Greek  life — 
begins  to  merge  in  contemplative  citizenship  of 
the  worjd.^ 

At  Athens  this  cosmopolitanism  at  least  assumed  Athenian 
its  noblest  form,     it  was  there  that  the  distinction  tanism. 


between  Greek  and  barbarian  had  taken  its  finest 
edge ;  and  it  was  there  that  the  first  movement  was 
made  towards  efiacing  it.  The  old  Greek  communal 
feeling,  now  no  longer  in  sympathy  with  the  State, 
found  its  new  seat  in  the  schools  of  the  philosophers, 
in  a  republic  of  the  cultivated  and  the  thoughtful. 
They  formed  a  polity  apart,  of  which  the  franchise^ 
was  possible  Jor  all  who  could  prove  kinship  with  the 
Hellenic  f^pirit  Is^ocjaies  was  the  prophet,  as 
Epameinondas  and  Timotheus  were  the  practical 
exponents,  of  this  new  and  more  comprehensive 
Hellenism  whidi  is  not  of  the  blood  but  of  the  soul. 
"  Atllfilis/ J^says^  "  has  so  distanced  the  rest  of  the  ^^ 
world  in  power  of  thought  and  speech  that  her 
disciples  have  become  the  teachers  of  all  other  men. 
She  has  brought  it  to  pass  that  the  name  of  Greek  i 
should  be  thought  no  longer,  a  matter  of  race  but  a 
matter  of  intelligence ;  and  should  be  given  to  the 

^  See  especially  Curtius,  v.  116  and  204  (Ward).  ? 
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participators  in  our_  culture  rather  than  to  the  sharers 
of  our  common  origin."  ^ 

But  it  was  not  only  in  this  ideal  sense  that  the 
^  sympathies  of  Isocrates  were  panhellenic :  he  was 
animated  by  a  practical  patriotism  for  the  whole  of 
Greece,  a  patriotism  which  was  vividly  affected  by 
the  miseries  of  the  time  and  which  burned  with 
The  three  the  hopc  of  relieving  them.  The  special  evils  spring- 
evils  of  the  iug  from  the  general  condition  of  Greece  were  mainly 
three.  First : — after  the  Peloponnesian  War  the 
wealth  of  the  community  had  ceased  to  grow,  as 
population  had  ceased  to  grow  about  fifty  years 
sooner.  The  rich  went  on  accumulating;  the  poor, 
having  no  means  of  enriching  themselves  by  enter- 
prise, were  for  the  most  part  occupied  in  watching 
for  some  chance  of  snatching  from  the  rich  a  larger 
fraction  of  the  stationary  total.  Secondly,  the  Greek 
desire  of  personal  distinction  was  manifesting  itself — 
since  the  breach  between  Society  and  the  State — as 
the  egotism  of  unprincipled  ambition.  Hence  the 
traitors  and  reprobates  who,  as  Demosthenes  says, 
were  positively  admired.^  Thirdly,  swarms  of  "  men 
without  cities,"  paupers,  political  exiles,  malefactors, 
were  for  ever  movin^over  the  face  of  Greece,  ready 
to  take  military  service  with  any  one  who  would  pay 
them.  In  401  Cyrus  had  found  it  difficult  to  raise 
ten  thousand  mercenaries  from  all  Greece.  In  338 
ten  thousand  mercenaries  formed  a  single  contingent 
at  Chaeroneia.^    In  his  Letter  to  Archidamus,  Isocrates 

*  Panegyr,  %  50.  irifiuVf  dvdpat  iiyoOvTo. 

2  Be  Fals,  Legal,  §  265,  oi'x  ^irwy  '  Cp.  Mr.  G.  A.  Simcox's  Essay 

(hpyl^oyro  ij  KoXd^eiv  ii^lovv  roj>s  ravra       cited  above,  §  4,  pp.  Ixxiii-lxzxiii. 
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draws  a  fearful  picture  of  the  misery  caused  by  these 
roving  desperadoes.  "  who  speak  our  language,  but  in 
character  are  barbarians.  They  slay,  they  banish, 
they  plunder ;  children  are  outraged ;  women,  whom 
none  but  kinsmen  had  ever  seen  even  veiled,  are 
stripped  before  all  eyes."  ^ 

How  werfi  th^'^ft  ^^^°  ^^  ^^  owTt^^  ? .   By  inducing    i- 
the  Greeks  to  lay  aside  their  quarrels  with  each  other, 
and  to  unite  in  some  common  cause.     And  Isocrates  idea  of   ^ 

,  invasion  of 

conceived  that  there  was  but  one  cause  which  could  Asia. 


so  unite  them — war  against  Persia. 

He  was  not  the  first  advocate  of  this  idea.  Qorgia^  ^ 
had  long  ago  proclaimed  it  in  his  speech  at  Olympia. 
Lvsias  had  eloquently  urged  it  at  the  same  festival  in 
3^8.^  Isocrates  set  it  forth,  with  all  the  power  and  - 
finish  of  consummate  art,  in  his  Panegyricus ;  a  work 
which  he  had  probably  conceived  during  his  visit  to 
Gorgias  in  Thessaly.  It  is  said  to  have  occupied  him 
ten  vears.^  and  was  published  in  380  B.C.,  probably  at 
the  time  of  the  Oljnoapian  festival  in  the  autumn ;  Possible 

leaders  of 

though  it  is  unlikely  that  it  was  actually  spoken.  He  the 
calls  upon  Athens  and  Sparta  to  forgo  their  jealousies,  Athens  and 
and  to  take  the  j  oint  leadership  of  an  expedition  to  Asia. 
The  appeal  failed.  Isocrates  ceased  to  hope  that 
either  of  the  foremost  States,  as  such,  would  lead 
forth  the  united  Greeks  to  the  East.  But  for  thirty- 
four  years  he  persevered  in  the  endeavour  to  find  some 
man  who  would  lead  them. 

^  Bp,  IX.  §  10.  crates)  rby  Tramfyvpucbv  iv  fUtyoii  ddxa 

'  Above,  vol.  I.  p.  198.  (Twerd^aTo. Plutarch,  in  the  De 

'Quint,   x.    4  §  4:    auctor  xcpl  GloriaAlhenien8iuin(Afaral,^.350E) 

(^ovt  c  4  (Spengel  Hh.  Or.  i.  294),  calls  itr^^^orica^/y"  almost  three  oly  m- 

Oi /i^ir  (the  Lacedaemonians)  rpidxovra  piads" — fwcpoO  rpett  6\vfiTiddas  dtfifi- 

iT€<n  Meaffi^p  irapiXa^w,  6  5^  (Iso-  Xanrcy  ti^a  7pd^  r^  tou^u/mk^  X6701'. 
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/     Jason  of 
Pherae. 


DionysitLB 
I. 


Archida* 
mas  III. 


PhiUp. 


Jason  of  Pherae  was  master^f  Thcssaly  from  374 
to  370, — a  man  of  great  ability  and  great  ambition  ;  * 
he  had  talked  of  a  war  with  Persia,  and  had  gained 
popularity  thereby.  He  was  the  pupil,  of  Gorgias  and 
the  friend  of  Isocrates.  If  the  latter  did  not  directly 
appeal  to  him,  he  must  certainly  for  a  time  have  hoped 
in  him.  Jason  was  assassinnted-ia  .370,  It  was  then, 
probably,  that  Isocrates  turned  his  eyes  on  Dionysius 
I.,  tyrant  of  Syracuse.  The  fragment  of  the  extant 
letter  to  Dionysius  is  only  prefatory ;  it  appears  to 
have  been  written  in  368  B.c.  and  encourages  Dionysius 
with  the  prospect  of  Athenian  support ;  elsewhere  he 
takes  credit  for  having  spoken  boldly.^  Dionysius 
died  in  367.  Archidamus  III.,  who  succeeded  his 
father  Agesilaus  as  a  king  of  Sparta  in  361,  next 
attracted  the  hopes  of  Isocrates.  The  letter  to  Archi- 
damus belongs  probably  to  356  b.c.  It  urges  him  to 
undertake  a  task  to  which  his  father  Agesilaus  was 
devoted,  and  in  which  he  failed  only  because  he  tried 
to  do  two  things  at  once — to  make  war  on  the  Great 
King  and  to  restore  his  political  friends  to  their  cities.* 
But  meanwhile  Philip  of  Macedon  had  become  strong. 
After  a  fitful  war  of  ten  years,  peace  was  made  between 
Philip  and  Athens  in  March  346.  The  letter  or 
pamthJeLwhich  bears  his  name  was  addres_sed  to.hTm 
by  Isocrates  about  April  in  346.  Philip  is  suDsmoned 
as  a  Greek  and  a  descendant  of  Heracles  to  levy  war 
against  Asia.     Either  he  will  conquer  Persia,  or  at 


^  For  the  ability  and  the  plans  of 
Jason,  Grote,  x.  266  (ch.  78):  Gurtius, 
IT.  443.  Isocrates  notices  Jason's 
talk  of  going  to  Asia  in  the  Philippus 
(Or.  IV.)  §  119  ;  their  personal  friend- 


ship in  Ep.  VI.  §  1. 

3  PhUippus,  §  81.    As  to  the  Letter 
itself  {Ep.  I.)  see  below. 

*  Ep.UL%  13. 
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least  he  will  detach  from  it  all  that  lies  westward  of 
a  line  drawn  from  Cilicia  to  Sin6p6.  In  either  case 
he  will  ^e  the  Asiatic  Greeks  and  make  new  settle- 
ments for  the  Greeks  who  are  now  homeless.     Seven 


years  later — in  339 — Isocrates  remonstrates  with 
Philip  for  recklessly  exposing  his  life  ia  frays  with 
barbarians  which  only  delay  his  real  tasL^  In  the 
ThirdLetter — of  which  the  genuineness,  though  not 
unquestioned,  is  hardly  questionable — he  rejoices,  a  ^ 
few  days  before  his  death,  that  he  has  lived  to  see 
part  of  his  hopes  fulfilled  by  the  batt|e  of  Cbaeroneia. 

In  the  conventional  view  this  is  enough.  Isocrates 
is  condemned.  He  has  blindly  abetted,  to  the  last 
moment,  the  destined  enslaver  of  Greece,  even  if  he 
has  not  congratulated  him  on  success.  It  may  be 
worth  while,  however,  to  consider  these  two  questions : 
— first — what  was  the  abstract  worth  of  this  ruling 
idea  of  Isocrates — war  with  Persia  ?  Secondly — how. 
far  is  he  to  be  held  the  dupe,  or,  if  not  the  dupe,  the 
unpardonable  accomplice  of  Philip  ? 

Isocrates  belieyed  that  the  first^jiecessity  of  the  warwith 
day  was  to  heal  the  strife  of  Greeks  with  Greeks  by  alrTfo"  * 
enlisting   all  Greeks   in   one   cause.     This   was   un-  q,!^  ^^ 
doubtedly  true.     He  believed  that  such  a  cause  would 
be  furnished  by  an  aggressive  war  on  Persia.     Here 
he  was  probably   mistaken.     The  state -life   of  the 
separate  cities,  and  consequently  their  capacity  for 
acting,  as  cities,  with  each  other,  was^  so  thoroughly 
u^derniined  that  they  could^be  united  by  nothing  but 
an  evident  and  inuninent  danger.     Now  Persia  did 
not  represent  such  a  danger.     On  the  contrary,  the 

*  Ep,  II. 
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Great  King  influenced  Greek  affairs,  in  so  far  as  he 
;  did  so,  through .  Greece  itself.  Union  might  have 
been  had^or  a  \yar  of  defence.  Union  was  not  to  be 
had  for  a  war  _of  aggjiessiqn.  (^^naosthene^  saw  the 
truth,  when  speaking  in  354  of  waFwitETFersia,  and 
of  the  proposal  to  anticipate  the  rumoured  preparations 
of  Artaxerxes  Ochus  by  a  bold  initiative,  he  said — 
yi^  *  *  Do  not  talk  of  calling:  the  Greeks  together  when  they 
ivill  not  listen  to  you.'*  ^  The  special  results  which 
Isocrates  expected  obviously  do  not  afiect  the  merit 
of  his  scheme  as  a  remedy  in  the  first  instance  for 
disunion  ;  and  it  is  of  secondary  importance  that  here 
he  was  partly  wrong.  He  expected  three  main 
results  : — ( 1 )  the  liberation  fronai  Persia  of  the  Asiatic 
Greeks;  (2)  the  drafting  of  the  dangerous  classes 
into  new  Asiatic  settlements ;  (3)  a  certain  influx  of 
wealth  into  GreeceJ^xoper.  Now  when  a  Greek  expe- 
dition against  Persia  really  took  place,  the  chief  result 
corresponded  to  the  second  of  the  hopes  of  Isocrates 
— only  it  was  on  a  much  grander  scale.  The  new 
settlements  were  made  ;  but  then  all  Hellenism  moved 
eastward ;  Pergamus,  Antioch,  Alexandria  became 
the  Athens,  Thebes,  Sparta,  of  the  future.^ 

Relations         But  ucxt — ^how  far  was  Isocrates  deceived  by  Philip  ? 

with         Or  is  he  to  be  called  false  to  Athens  or  Greece  ? 

Igocratga.  had  despaired  of  Athens  and  of  Greece 
unless  some  strong  State  or  some  strong  man  could 
unite  the  discordant  cities,  by  the  spell  of  a  national 
enthusiasm,  under  a  leadership  which  must  be  mili- 
tary.    He  pictured  this  man  as  another  Agamemnon. 

^  Dein.   irepl  (rvfi/Mpiuy  (Or.  xiv.)  '  Cp.   Mr.   G.  A.   Simcox's  Essay 

§  38.  (quoted  above),  pp.  Ixziii  and  xci. 
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There  had  been  a  time  when  his  hope  was  that  Greece 
should  be  saved^j^Aikens.  He  could  hope  that  no 
longer.  The  best  type  of  the  individual  State  had 
been  found  wanting.  He  turned  from  the  ambition, 
though  not  from  the  patriotism,  of  an  Athenian  to  the 
ambition  of  a  Greek ;  he  looked  for  the  deliverance  of 
Greece  by  all  the  Greeks,  united  under  one  who  could 
command  them. 

The  whole  thought  of  that  age  was  setting  in  the  Jendencv 

.  .  .  Qf  the  age 

same  general  direction.  Nothing  is  more  character-  towards 
istic  of  it  than  the  new  tendency  in  favour  of 
monarchy.  In  the  dialogue,  attributed  to  Xenophon, 
between  Hieron  of  Syracuse  and  Simonides,  the  despot 
fails  to  convince  the  poet  that  the  estate  of  the 
absolute  ruler  is  not  enviable  or  that  he  may  not  be 
a  public  benefactor.^  So  far  as  a  speculative  thinker 
may  be  supposed  likely  to  be  influenced,  in  the  way 
of  attraction  as  well  as  of  repulsion,  by  the  actual 
political  tone  around  him,  Plato  is  a  witness  to  this 
bent.*  Where  Aristotle  is  describing  that  unique 
combination  of  gifts  which  belongs  to  the  Greek  race 
— warlike,  like  the  continental  Europeans,  but  of 
greater  subtlety,  keen,  like  the  Asiatics,  but  with  a 
higher  spirit — here,  he  says,  is  a  race,  which,  if 
brought  under  one  polity,  might  rule  the  world.*     It 


^  See  especially  the  summary  of 
his  own  view  given  by  Simonides  at 
the  end.     Xen.  Eier,  c.  11. 

'  Cortias,  speaking  of  Pkto  in 
connexion  with  this  tendency  of 
the  age,  points  out  what  was 
monarchical  in  his  spirit  (v.  209, 
Ward). 

'  Arist  Polit.  vii.  7,  r6  rOtp  'EX- 


TcjPf  fuas  rvyx^w  ToXtreiaf.  Eaton 
ad  loc,  quotes  St.  Hilaire: — **Cette 
pens^  d'Aristote  a  sans  doute  quel- 
quo  rapport  aux  entreprises  politiques 
des  rois  de  Mac^doine.  Ce  fut  Alex- 
andre qui  reussit  enfin  k  r^unir  la 
Gr^ce  en  un  seul  ^tat ;  et  ce  fut  Ik, 
en  quelque  sort,  la  condition  pre- 
alable  de  sa  grande  exp^ition." 
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was  under  the  presidency  of  Macedonia  that  Aristotle 
foresaw  a  possible  renewal  and  a  larger  future  for  the 
outworn  life  of  the  Greek  republics.  He  is  said  to 
have  advised  Alexander  to  treat  the  Greeks  in  the 
spmt  of  a  leader  (rffeyuoviKm^^  and  the  barbarians  in 
the  spirit  of  a  master  (^e(rrroTiK&^}  The  same  kind 
of  leadership  which  in  old  times  had  been  exercised 
by  Argos,  by  Athens,  by  Sparta,  or  by  Thebes,  was 
now  to  be  vested  in  the  person  of  a  Macedonian  King. 
There  is  nothing  to  show  whether  Aristotle  had  con- 
sidered any  probable  difference  between  the  old  hege- 
mony of  a  city  and  the  new  hegemony  of  a  strong 
dynasty,  except  the  obvious  difference  that  the  latter 
was  likely  to  be  steadier.  But  in  one  sense,  at  all 
events,  his  dream  of  a  boundless  sway  for  the  Greek 
race,  when  "  brought  under  one  polity,"  came  to  pass. 
It  has  been  too  much  the  custom  to  speak  of  Chae- 
roneia  as  if  it  were  something  by  which  Grecian 
history  was  brought  to  an  abrupt  end.  A  crushing 
blow  to  the  spirit  of  political  freedom  in  the  old  Greek 
sense  Chaeroneia  indeed  was.  But  it  was  also  the 
beginning  of  a  new  life  to  replace  the  life  so  hopelessly 
decayed — of  that  new  empire  for  Greek  thought  and 
Greek  art  which  opened  in  Macedonian  times,  an 
empire  which  mad^.Greece.to  Asia  and  Europe  what 
Athene  had  been  to  Greece,  and  by  which  Aristotle's 
prophecy  was  at  last  fulfilled  in  the  world-wide  and 
immortal  dominion  of  which  he  was  himself  a 
founder.- 

Isocrates  held  with  Aristotle  that  the  first  con- 

'  Plut.  AUx,  VirL  i.  vi.  Greece,  see  Oncken,  Isokr,  w.  Athen, 

*  On  Aristotle's  presentiment  for      pp.  38  f.  ;  Ciirtius,  v.  476  (Ward). 
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dition   of  greatness   for  Greece  was  unity.     Seeing  The  view 

,    ,        ,  oflsocrates 

that  the  old  civic  life  was  thoroughly  corrupted,  he  compared 

with  that 

did  not  believe  that  this  unity  could  be  attained  of  a™- 
under  the  hegemony  of  a  State.  But  he  believed 
that  it  could  be  attained  under  the  hegemony  of  a 
chief  who  should  draw  together  the  S3nnpathies  of 
all  the  States.  The  diflference  between  the  view  of 
Aristotle  and  the  view  of  Isocrates  seems  to  have 
been  this.  Aristotle  conceived  such  a  personal  hege- 
mony as  political  and  permanent,  without  perhaps 
having  formed  to  himself  a  definite  idea  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  would  affect  the  individual  city. 
Isocrates  conceived  it  as  primarily  military,  and  as 
assumed  for  the  special  purpose  of  an  expedition  to 
Asia.  Absorbed  in  this  scheme,  and  believing  in  it 
as  a  cure  for  all  evils,  he  does  not  seem  to  have 
contemplated  the  probable  permanency  of  such  a 
leadership.  But  if  he  had  been  told  that  such 
permanency  wa^  a  condition  of  the  enterprise,  he 
would  unquestionably  have  consented.  Qply  he 
would  have  insisted,  as  Aristotle  did,  on  the  dis- 
tinction  between  leader  and  master.  Isocrates  ideal- 
ised his  Agamemnon  of  Pella;  he  could  not  read 
Philip's  mind.  Had  he  been  able  to  read  it,  how- 
ever, what  would  have  grieved  him  would  not  have 
been  the  idea  of  an  established  Macedonian  hege- 
mony, but  the  discovery  that  Philip  desired  this 
more  for  its  own  sake  than  for  the  sake  of  the 
expedition  to  Asia.  On  the  other  hand,  assuredly 
Greece  and  Athens  had  no  more  loyal  citizen  than 
Isocrates^no  one  prouder  of  their  glories,  no  one  to 
whom  their  welfare  was  dearer;    and,  before  he  is 
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judged,  let  it  be  remembered  that  bis  uotion  of  the 
largest  good  possible  for  them  (jiffered  onlyHSy  lesser 
clearness  from  that  of  the  greatest  thinker  in  practical 
politics  who  then  lived. ^ 

The  first  concern  of  Isocrates  was  with  Greece. 
But  two  of  his  speeches  relate  specially  to  Athens : 
the  De  Pace  to  herJiQreigli. policy,  the  Areopagiticvs 
to  home  aflfairs. 

The  root  of  all  the  troubles  which  beset  Atheaian 
aQtionabroad  was  this,  that  few  citizens  performed 
military  service.  Campaigns  were  longer  than  they 
used  to  be ;  ^ar  had  become  a  profession  in  which 
amateurs  were  at  a  disadvantage ;  and  the  spirit  of 
sacrifice  for  theJState"" was  extinct.  A  General,  repre- 
senting the  city,  commanded  mercenaries.  When 
things  went  wrong,  the  citizens  at  home  avenged 
themselves jdirectly  on  their  representative.  Hence 
the  standing  strife  between  the  orators  and  the 
Generals.  On  the  other  hand,  the  General  could 
keep  hig^mercenaries  together  only  by  payment.  He 
was  obliged  to  turn  the  war,  now  and  then,  to  some 
lucrative  quarter.  Burdened  with  this  necessity,  he 
could  neither  obey  definite  orders  from  home  nor 
form  any  large  plan  for  himself.  His  situation  forced 
him  to  become  more  and  more  independent  of  the 
other  States.  It  was  natural  that  he  should  often 
form  connexions  with  foreign  princes  on  his  own 
account.     Timotheus  was  in  alliance  with  Jason  of 


^  Niebuhr,  it  is  well  known,  pro- 
nounces Isocrates  "an  utterly  bad 
citizen"  {Lectures  on  Anc,  Hist,  ii. 
335).  It  is  curious  to  see  how 
Niebuhr  is,  all  through,  yet  half 
unconsciously,  trying    Isocrates   by 


a  Roman  standard.  He  is  always 
thinking  of  him  as  the  man  who 
had  despaired  of  the  reptiblie.  He 
does  not  stop  to  ask  what  ujos  the 
republic  for  an  Athenian  of  that 
time. 
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Pherae,  with  Alcetas  the  Molossian  and  with  Amyntas 
of  Macedonia.  He  is  said  to  have  received  the  towns 
of  Sestus  and  Crithote  as  a  gift  from  Ariobarzapes. 
Iphicrates  was  the  ally  of  Cotys,  whose  sister  he 
married  and  from  whom  he  received  the  town  of 
Drys  in  Thrace.  Charidemus  was  the  ally  and 
brother-in-law  of  Cersobleptes ;  Chares  was  in 
alliance  with  Artabazus  and  had  his  residence  at 
Sigeum ;  Chabrias  did  almost  as  he  pleased  in  Egypt/ 
Home  affairs  were  in  no  better  condition.  Politics  Home  z 
had  ceased  to  have  a  living  interest  for  the  best  menj 
such  men  held  aloof ;  while  in  the  ecclesia  "  one  went 
and  another  came,  and  there  was  no  one  to  care  for 
tt^e  common  good."  ^  There  was  an  active  and  intelji- 
gent  public  opinion,  but  it  had  no  organised  or 
effective  expression ;  there  were  cliques,  but  there 
were  no  parties.  While  the  higher  aspects  of  the 
festivals  were  vanishing,  the  Thedrikon,  or  money 
given  by  the  Treasury  to  the  citizens  to  pay  for  their 
places  at  the  theatre — already  doubled  and  trebled 
since  the  time  of  Pericles — had  become  the  most 
important  item  of  the  budget.  It  must  never  be  for- 
gotten that  the  Thedric  fund  meant  essentially  a 
provision  for  public  worship  and  only  accidentally  a 
provision  for  public  amusement.  When  Eubulus  took 
oflBce  as  Treasurer  in  354,  he  brought  in  a  law  making 
it  capital  to  propose  any  diversion  of  the  Thedrikon 
to  other  purposes.  It  was  the  sacred  character  of  the 
fund  which  made  it  possible  for  him  to  do  this  and  so 
hard  for  Demosthenes  to  get  it  undone.*    On  the  other 

*  Curtius,  V.  128  f.  (Ward).  '  Curtius  (v.  136,  Ward)  seems  to 

'  Dem.  deF,  L.%  186,  h  yjt¥  IjXOep,       put  too  mach  out  of  sight  the  reli- 

6  ^  dirijiKBtv,  /lAct  i*  o^dfvl  rCav  KoufCiv,       gious  character  of  the  Thedric  fond, 
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hand,  in  a  religion  which  identified  worship  with 
festivity  the  merely  festal  spirit  was  sure  to  prevail 
more  and  more  over  the  devotional  as  the  general  tone 
of  the  community  became  lower.  The  policy  of 
Eubulus  found  favour  with  the  people  mainly  because 
it  provided  them  with  shows.  This  was  the  true 
significance  of  the  phrase  used  by  Demades  when  he 
called  the  Thefirikon  the  "  cement  of  the  democracy."  ^ 
Eubulus  was  further  supported  by  that  party  of  com- 
mercial interests  which  the  Essay  "  On  the  Revenues 
of  Athens" — ascribed,  but  no  doubt  wrongly,  to 
Xenophon^  —  represents  with  an  almost  grotesque 
Social  Life,  candour.  The  social  life  which  this  political  life 
implies  hardly  needs  to  be  described.  On  the  one 
hand,  there  was  an  intellectual  world  apart ;  on  the 
other,  there  was  the  people,  consoled  for  what  was 
unsatisfactory  abroad  and  at  home  by  a  certain  pro- 
vincial joviality.  Philip  is  said  to  have  offered  the 
sum  of  a  talent  for  a  report  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
meetings  of  an  Athenian  club  called  the  Sixty  who 
dined  together  at  the  Herakleion.^ 

Such  was  the  Athens  to  which  Isocrates  had  to 
address  his  counsels.  The  Speech  On  the  Peace  w^as 
written  probably  in  355,  just  before  the  conclusion  of 


Isocrates 
on  Foreign 
Policy.  , 


which  has  been  so  clearly  set  forth 
by  Grote  ;  and  to  bear  rather  hardly 
on  Eubulus. 

1  Plut.  Mwal.  p.  1011  B,  wt  Aryc 
AfjfidSrpf  K6\\aM  dvofidi^w  rd  0€uy- 
puch,  T^t  SiffioKparLas,  (Sauppe,  Or, 
AU.  II.  815.) 

^  On  the  Uepl  trpwrbiiov  (later  than 
01.  96.  2,  i.e.  855  B.c.)8ee  Curtius,  v. 
174  (Ward).  Oncken  {Isokr.  und 
Athen)  points  out  that  the  leading 
idea  of  the  Essay  On  the  Revenues  is 


the  same  as  that  of  the  De  Pom  of 
Isocrates.  He  contrasts  with  both 
the  words  of  Demosthenes  (2>e  Cor.  § 
89)  —  T^j  elpifiyris  fjif  o&rot  Kurii  Trjs 
Tarpldoi  TJipovffiv  <A,  xf"l<^^  ^^^  ^^* 
/AcXXoiArais  iXxLaitf. 

'  The  Sixty  seem  to  have  had  a 
coq)orate  reputation  as  wits,  roa- 
a&nj  3'  airrQv  W^a  r^t  l>qLdvfJLlat 
iy^yero  ws  Kal  4>iXtinroi'  iKoiDaaPTa  rbv 
'iiaKeSdva  trifirpai  TdXayrov,  ly  iy- 
ypa</>6fi€yoi  tA  y€\oia  Tifnrcaaiv  a&rtfi, 
(Athen.  xiv.  615  e.) 
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the  treaty  which  closed  the  Social  War  and  broke  up 
the  Naval  Confederacy  of  378.    ^Athens  is  urged  j;o  ^ 
resign  the  dream  of  supremacy,  and  to  treat  allies  as 
frifipda,  not  slaves.     In  his  fervour  the  orator  per- 
sonifies that  jEmpire  which,  like  a  false  mistress,  has 
allured  and  betrayed  the  two  foremost  Republjcaof 
Greece.     "Is  she  not  worthy  to  be  hated? "^     Let 
Athens  turn  from  her  and  prize,  next  to  the  favour  of 
the  gods,  the  esteem  of  Greece.     It  is  substantially 
the  policy  of  Eubulus  which  is  advocated ;  but  it  is 
advocated    on    higher    grounds   than    those    of   the 
holiday-makers   or   the    merchants.     Isocratea    h^^^    - 
that  hegejnoi^r  j>asse8_jnto_fiIIipire,  and  that  empire 
begets  an  insolence  which  at  last  ruins  the  imperial 
State.     The  experience  of  Athens  and  of  Sparta  bore 
him  out :  and,  as  he  conceived  the  interests  of  Greece, 
there  was  nothing  to  be  gained  by  Athens  striving  at 
all    hazards    to    keep    the    League    together.      The    /^    ' 
Areopdffiticus  Aalso  355  B.c.)   supplements  the  De  isocratea 
Pace  with  his  view  of  what  is  wanted  in  home  politics  PoUcy. 
and  in  private  life.     "  AVe  sit  in  the  taverns  abusing 
the   state   of  affairs;    we   say   that   never   under  a 
democracy  were  we  worse  governed ;  yet  in  practice 
and  in  our  policy  we  prefer  this  to  the  democracy 
handed   down   by  our  fathers."^     His   ideal   is  the  / 
elder  democracy  of  Solon  and  Cleisthenes.     Under  it, 
citizens  were  not  to  be  seen  casting  lots  for  their 
daily  bread  outside  the  law-courts,  while  they  paid 
mercenaries    to    fight    their     battles — nor    chorej 
splendid  in  jgolden  robes,  who  were  destined  to  shiver 

1  Dc  Pace  [Or.  viii]  §  105.     Cf.  =  Areop,  [Or.  vii]  §  15. 

§§  133-5. 
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through  the  winter  in  rags/  Let  us  return  to  the 
elder  democracy  <jf  Solon  and  Cleisthenes,  when 
equality  meant  honour  where  honour  is  due,  and 
magistrates  were  not  chosen  by  lot.  Above  all,  let 
us  restore  to  the  Areiopagus^  its  control  over  the 
education  of  the  young  and  its  general  censorship  of 
morals.  When  habits  of  industry  are  enforced,  there 
will  be  no  more  pauperism ;  and  when  public  men 
are  forced  to  be  respectable,  the  aflfairs  of  the  city 
will  go  on  well.  Isocrates  was  certainly  right  in 
holding  that  a  great  need  of  the  day  was  a  sense  of 
shame  ;  though  he  was  prQbfl.bly  TpiatgJ£f^  in  thinking 
that  the  vjcgs  of  a  society  such  as  that  of  the  new 
Athens  were  \yitliin  thp  rpa/>1i  of  a  censorship.  To 
govern  Athens  by  the  Areiopagus  would  indeed  have 
been  like  governing  Greece  by  the  Amphictyonic 
Council." 
.     Private  The    private    life    of   Isocrates   was    too   evenly 

Iterates,  prosperous  to  have  a  history.  He  is  said  to  have 
taught  his  Athenian  pupils  gratis,  and  to  have  taken 
fees  only  from  foreigners.^  However  this  may  be, 
the  wealth  derived  from  his  school  appears  to  have 

^  Areop,  [Or.  vii]  §  54.  rhetoricians,  on  the  lawsaits  of  his 

,  ^.  .       .  fellow -citizens ;    and    (2)    that    his 

^  *  wealth  came  chiefly  from  the  gifts  of 

'  Anon.    Biogr.   iXdfifiayc  Si  xfi^'  foreigners. 
fiara  irdfiiroXKa  \nrkp  rrji  StdcurKaXlas,  See,    on    the    other    hand,    Dem. 

irapd    fx^M    Twv    toXitQv    oiHiv^  irpbi  Kixpvrw  (Or.  xxxv).     Lacritns 

Cxrirep  yipas  tovto   KaTaTiOi/ie-  had  been  a  pupil  of  Isocrates  (§  15) 

Mos  Kal   Tpo<l>€Ta   Kara^dWtav   ry  — and,  says  the  speaker,  ir«rrei)et  T(p 

iraTplSij  irapd   Si  rStv  ^viav   x""^^^  \iy€i¥  koX    rots   x^^<^^^    Spa-xjMi^   A' 

SpaxjJtds,      Eyprianos   (dxdpprira  rod  BiSwKc  rf  didaaKdX(fi  (§  42).     Cf.  ib.  § 

*I<roKp.  p.   30)  takes  this  statement  40,  ef  ris  poOXcrat  <To<l>i<rr^i  tlvai  Kal 

as  literally  tme,  and  refers,  in  sup-  ^laoKpdrei  dpy6piov  dMoXiaKcuf,     It  is 

port  of  it,  to  the  language  of  Isocr.  conceivable,   of    course,    that  there 

himself  in  Antid,  §§  39,   146,  164.  should  have  been  an  earlier  and  a 

These  passages  say  merely  (1)  that  later  period  of  his  practice  in  this 

Isocr.  did  not  live,  like  the  forensic  respect. 


ites. 
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excited  the  envy  of  his  rivals ;  and  he  says  that  they 
exaggerated  it.^  He  was  one  of  the  1200  richest 
citizens^  who,  after  the  financial  reform  of  378  B.C., 
formed  the  twenty  unions  (or  "symmories")  for  the 
assessment  of  the  war- tax;  he  had  thrice  been 
trierarch ;  and  had  besides  discharged  other  public 
services  in  a  liberal  manner.  On  marrying  Plathan6, 
the  widow  of  Hippias  of  Elis,  he  adopted  Aphareus, 
one  of  her  three  sons, — afterwards  a  rhetorician  and 
a  tragic  poet  of  some  mark.  It  was  a  somewhat  rare 
distinction  for  an  eminent  Athenian  to  have  had  only 
one  lawsuit;^  and  in  this — a  challenge  to  take  the 
trierarchy,  or  exchange  properties,  offered  to  him  in 
355  by  one  Megacleides — Isocrates,  who  was  ill  at 
the  time,  was  represented  in  court  by  Aphareus. 
The  verdict  seems  to  have  gone  against  him/ 

In  338  B.C.  Isocrates  was  in  his  98th  year ;  his  His  death,  i^ 
healthy  which  had  been  strong  throughout  his  long 
life,  had  broken  down  under  an  illness  which  had 
attacked  him  three  years  before.     According  to  the  Difficulties 
usual  account,  he  was  in  the  palaestra  of  Hippocrates  ordinary 
when   he   heard   the   news  of  Chaeroneia.     He   re-  ^^^ 
peated   three   verses   from   Euripides  —  verses   com- 
memorating three   aliens  who  had  been  conquerors 
of  Greeks — Da^naus, — Pelops, — Cadmus;^   and  four 
days   afterwards,  on   the    burial -day   of  those   who 

1  Afdid,  §§  155  f.  story  :— 

'  76.  §  145.  (1)  Acu^adf  6  ircyHiKOMTa  OvyarifHav 

*  As  to  the  mistake  of  the  pseudo-  iraTfip,    (v.  1  of  the  lost  Archelaus : — 
Platarch  in  saying  that  Isocr.  was  Nauck /rogr.  Trag,  p.  340.) 

hoiee  challenged  to  an  antidosis,  see  (2)  Il4\o\f/  6  TamrdXeiot  eU  Uiaau 

below,  in  trod,  to  Or.  xv.  fiokiiv.    {Iphig,  in  Taur.  v.  1.) 

*  ArUicL  §  5.  (3)  TliStividv     vvr'     darv     Kddfios 

*  Each  the  first  line  of  a  drama —      iKXtxtify.    (v.  1  of  the  lost  Phrixus : 

a  fact  which  adds  some  point  to  the  Nauck  p.  493.) 
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/  fell  at  Chaeroneia,  he  died  of  voluntary  starvation, 
■fhis  dramatic  picture  of  a  violent  disenchantment 
and  a  mortal  despair  —  a  picture  consecrated  by 
tradition  ^  by  poetry-i/hara  to  reconcile  witi 
the  repeated  testimony  of  Isocrates  himself  to  his 
own  views   and  hopes.      There   is  no   good  reason 

/  for  doubting  the  genuineness  of  his  Third  Letter 
— a  Letter  which  was  evidently  written  just  after 
Chaeroneia,  and  which  ends  with  these  words : — 
"For  this  only  do  I  thank  old  age,  that  of  those 
early  aspirations  which  I  sought  to  express  in  my 
Panegyricus  and  in  my  Address  to  you,  I  see  part 
already  coming  to  pass  by  your  agency,  and  the 
rest,  I  hope,  soon  to  come."  ^  That  is  to  say,  there 
was  now  an  established  leader  for  Greece  ;  and  there 
would  sgon^  be  a  war  with  Persia.  Suppose,  how- 
ever, that  the  Third  Letter  is  spurious.  Still,  how 
is  the  motive  of  .the  suicide  to  be  explained?  Un- 
doubtedly Isocrates  regretted  the  struggle  between 
Athens  and  Philip;  it  had  been  brought  on  by  a 
policy  which  he  disapproved.  But  the  result  of 
the  struggle  was  that  the  idea  of  his  life — the  idea 
on  which  depended,  as  he  thought,  the  welfare  of 
Athens  and  of  Greece  —  had  become  practicable. 
Isocrates  cannot  have  destroyed  himself  because 
Philip  had  won.  The  conduct  of  Philip  to  Athens 
after  Chaeroneia  was  studiously  temperate  and 
conciliatory ;  there  was  nothing  in  it  to  estrange 
Isocrates  from  his  ideal  Panhellenic  chief,  who, 
having  struck  one  necessary  blow,  was  now  bent  on 
healing  the  discords  of  Greece.     It  is  more  conceiv- 

*  Ep.  III.  §  6. 
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able  that  Isocrates  should. .  hage  destroyed  himself  ^ 
because  he  saw  Athens  still  resolved  to  resist,  and 
because^  he  dreaded  the  conflict,  when  Philip  should 
be  at  the  walls,  between  his  duty  to  Athens  and 
his  duty  to  Greece.  If  the  tradition  of  the  suicide 
is  considered  too  strong  to  be  set  aside,  this  seems 
the  most  reasonable  account  of  it.^ 

Isocrates  was  buried  on  a  piece  of  rising  ground 
near  the  Cynosarges, —  a  sanctuary  of  Heracles, 
with  a  gymnasium,  just  outside  the  Diomeian  Gate 
on  the  east  side  of  Athens.^  The  tombs  of  his 
kindred  were  there,  —  covered  once  by  six  tablets 
of  stone,  which  had  disappeared,  however,  before 
the  Plutarchic  Life  was  written.  On  the  tomb 
of  Isocrates  himself  was  a  column  about  forty-five 
feet   high,  crowned  with   the   image   of  a   siren, — 


*  The  authorities  for  the  story  of 
the  suicide  are  (1)  Dionys.  Uocr.  1 : 
(2)  Paus.  I.  18.  8 :  (3)  Philostr.  VU, 
Sophist,  I.  17.  4:  (4)  Lucian  (?) 
UoKpdfiioi,  §  23 :  (6)  [Plut.]  VU.  Isoer, 
§  14  :  (6)  Anon.  Biogr.  (Dind.'s  Isocr. 
p.  XII). 

The  story  has  been  examined  by 
Blass  in  the  Rheinisches  Museum  for 
^  1865,  pp.  109-116.     Aphareus,  the 
J  adopted  son  of  Isocrates,  had  written 
/  some    forensic  speeches   as  well  as 
/     tragedies — and  had  appeared  for  his 
father   in   the  lawsuit  brought   by 
Megacleides.    [Plat  ] :  Dionys.  Isoer, 
c  18.    Blass  suggests  that  the  suicide 
may  have  been  a  fiction  to  which 
Aphareus  first  gave  currency  in  a 
forensic  speech,  and  which  friends 
diligently  spread,  in  order  to  redeem 
the  name  of  Isocrates  from  imputa- 
tions of  disloyalty  to  Athens. 

Blass  points  out  that  the  Third 
Letter  is  too  moderate  in  tone  for 
any  but  the  most  skilful  of  forgers — 


supposing  him  to  have  had  a  hostile 
motive  ;  and,  except  a  hostile  motive, 
there  could  have  been  no  motive  for 
going  against  the  ordinary  account. 
— Schafer  (Demosth,  in.  p.  5  note) 
gives  no  reason  for  pronouncing  the 
letter  spurious  except  its  conflict  with 
the  tradition. — Cartelier  {Le  Disamrs 
(Tlsocr,  sur  lui-mSme,  Paris  1862,  p. 
xcix)  ingeniously  suggests  that  the 
whole  tradition  of  the  suicide  may 
have  arisen  from  the  accident  of  Iso- 
crates dying  on  the  burial -day  of 
those  who  fell  at  Chaeroneia.  [Plut] 
—  Kyprianos  (p.  42)  and  Oncken 
{Isokr,  und  Athen^  p.  17)  believe  in 
the  suicide. — Cnrtius  observes  that 
the  authority  of  the  Third  Letter— 
which  he  thinks  doubtful— cannot 
invalidate  the  tradition ;  and  offers 
the  explanation  noticed  above.  (Hist 
Or.  V.  469  Ward.) 

'  For  the  Cynosarges,  see  Dr. 
Dyer's  Ancient  Athens  (1873),  pp. 
285  f. 
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a  symbol  of  winning  eloquence  in  which  only  a 
thoroughly  modem  ingeniiity  could  discover  an 
unconscious  irony.  Near  this  column  was  a  pictorial 
stone  tablet  representing  Isocrates  with  his  teachers 
and  with  some  of  the  poets.  It  is  significant  that 
Gorgias,  looking  at  an  astrological  sphere,  was  the 
central  figure,  with  his  pupil  standing  at  his  side. 
A  bronze  statue  of  Isocrates,  on  a  column  near 
the  Olympieion,  bore  a  votive  inscription  by  his 
adopted  son ;  another,  the  work  of  Ledchares,  in  the 
temple  of  Eleusis,  recorded  the  admiring  friendship 
of  Timotheus.^ 
^  Character  In  his  Strength,  as  in  much  of  his  weakness,  *^ 
te«."^™  Isocrates  may  be  compared  with  Cicero.  He  was 
a  master  of  expression,  with  few  ideas,  but  with 
much  ingenuity  in  Aomhinipg  and  yarying  these;  a 
politician  between  whom  and  the  power  of  seeing 
facts  as  they  were,  over  any  wide  field,  there  usually 
floated  the  haze  of  some  literary  theory  which  vanity 
made  golden ;  a  man  of  warm,  if  somewhat  exact- 
ing^benejoLance,  always  ready  to  do  his  best  for  , 
those  who  believed  in  him ;  ii^dustrious,  earnest, 
with  that  simplicity  which  has  been  called  an  ele- 
ment of  nobleness,  and  with  the  cotpacity  for  a 
generous  enthusiasm  which  was  never  kindled  to 
a  brighter  flame  than  by  the  glories  of  his  city  or  j 
his  race.  Cicero's  powers,  naturally  more  various, ''^^ 
were  more  tEorougEIy  brought   out   and  far  better 

^  [Plat.]  VU,  Isocr,  :  Pans.  I.  18  :  Ledchares  ranked  as  a  sculptor  beside 

Philostr.  I.  17. — The  inscription  at  his  contemporaries  Scopas  and  Prax- 

Eleusis  was                                [ntuav  iteles.     On  his  work,  see  Curtius,  v. 

TifibOiot  0iX/a(  re  x^P^  ^Oifeffly  re  irpo-  198  f.  (Ward). 
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disciplined  by  a  life  in  which  studious  retirement 
alternated  with  public  cares.  Isocrates  missed  those 
lessons  of  the  world  which  are  proverbially  useful 
to  a  successful  teacher ;  but  in  an  unbroken  privacy 
he  kept  his  ardour  for  work  unchilled  and  the  purity 
of  his  ideal^^^fiS-JUiatained.  His  chief  efforts  were 
given  to  promoting  what  he  believed  to  be  the  in- 
terests of  Athens  and  of  Greece  ;  and  it  has  been  the 
misfortune  of  his  fame  that  his  conception  of  these 
interests  set  him  in  contrast  with  a  loftier  genius 
and  a  more  heroic  nature  than  his  own.  In  his 
gchool  he  did  a  service  peculiarly  valuable  to  that 
age  by  raising  the  tone  and  w^deninp^  the  circle 
of  the  popular  education,  by  bringing  high  aims 
and  large  sympathies  into  the  preparation  for  active 
life,  and  by  making  good  citizens  of  many  who 
perhaps  would  not  have  aspired  to  become  philo-  ^ 
sophers. 
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I  SOCRATES 


HIS   THEORY   OF   CULTURE 


Usage  of     Ix  a  Dossage  of  the  Phciedmis  ^  iust  before  that  quoted 

the  term  .        . 

"phiio-      at  the  beginning  of  the  last  chapter,  Socrates  asks 

sophy  "  in 

tbe  time  of  what  a  man  is  to  be  called,  who,  whatever  may  be 
his  particular  line  of  work — whether  for  instance  he 
is  a  Homer,  a  Lysias,  or  a  Solon — works  in  the  light 
of  true  knowledge,  using  no  terms  which  he  cannot 
define,  making  no  statements  which  he  is  not  prepared 
to  defend.  It  might  be  presumptuous,  Socrates  says, 
to  call  such  a  man,  or  any  man,  "  wise  "  ;  but  he  may 
fairly  be  called  "  a  lover  of  wisdom,"  a  "  philosopher." 
It  is  probable  that  the  term  "  philosophy  "^said  to 
have  been  invented  by  Pythagoras — did  not  come 
into  general  use  at  Athens  much  before  the  time  of 
Socrates;  and  that,  for  nearly  a  century  at  least, 
1/  "  philosopher  "  continued  to  be  the  laudatory  name  for 
the  man  of  intellectual  or  literary  pursuits  generally, 
— as  "sophist,"  used  with  the  same  large  meaning, 
came  by  degrees  to  have  more  and  more  of  a  dispar- 
aging sense.  The  paramount  intellectual  eminence  oi' 
Plato  and  Aristotle,  as  well  as  the  lessened  importance 

1  p.  278  B. 
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of  Rhefx)ric  after  the  extinction  of  the  old  political  life, 
led  to  the  name  "  philosopher  "  being  gradually  appro- 
priated, from  about  the  end  of  the  fourth  century  B.C., 
to  the  speculative  seeker  for  truth.^  Aristeides,  writing 
in  the  latter  half  of  the  second  century  A.D.,  objects 
to  this  restriction  of  the  term,  saying  that  in  the  best 
times  "  philosophy"  meant  simply  "  literary  study  and 
refinement ; — being  used,  not  in  its  present  sense,  but 
for  discipline  or  culture  {watSela)  generally."  ^  Now  it 
is  in  this  general  sense  that  Isocrates  applies  th^  tprm 
"  philosophy  "  to  his  art,  "  the  discipline  of  discourse," 
17  Tft)i/  Xoyaov  TraiBela,  as  he  more  precisely  terms  it.  In 
the  speech  On  the  Antidosis  he  expressly  marks  this 
general  sense  : — *'  Now  you  have  heard  all  the  truth 
about  my  faculty  or  philosophy,  or  study — ivhichever 
you  like  to  call  it."^ 

This  use  of  the  term  "philosophy,"  though  war-  Modem 
ranted   by  the   ordinary  usage  of  his   day,  has   in  i^iLt^^ 

T  . .  J  .  •   /•     J.  i»        T         ^i™  caused 

modern  times  proved  a  serious  misfortune  for  Iso-  by  his  use 
crates.     "  Philosophy  "  has  for  us  only  its  later  and  ^  * 
restricted  meaning :  its  original  and  larger  meaning 


^- 


^  On  the  history  of  the  term 
iptkoffo^loj  see  Dr.  Thompson's  note 
to  Phaedr,  p.  278  d. 

^  Aristeid.  11.  407,  Dind.  (quoted 
in  the  note  just  referred  to) :  0<Xo- 
ffo<ffta  meant  4^\oKa\la  tis  xal  dta- 
rpifi^  w€pL  \6yovtf  xaX  oix  ^  i'^  rpAwos 
o^Tot  dXXd  irtud^la  kou^Qs, 

I  would  add  that  in  Aristotle  there 
is  at  least  one  clear  example  of  the 
older  and  larger  use  of  the  word, — 
Hket.  II.  20,  where  he  is  saying  that, 
if  we  have  no  illustrations  at  hand 
from  real  life  or  history,  we  must 
take  them  from  fiction  —  toGto  Si 
fi4^op  ix  ^iXoffo^laSf  i.0.  **  literary 
knowledge  will  make  this  easy."    In 


Itfut,  II.  23,  the  Terb  ^tXoo-o^cy  has 
a  corresponding  sense  ;  but  I  do  not 
press  this,  because  there  may  be,  as 
Spengel  thinks,  a  reference  to  l80jr. 
Anlid,  §  ]  73 ;  and  in  that  case  the 
use  of  the  word  might  be  ironical. 

In  the  letter  (purporting  to  be 
Aristotle's)  which  some  later  hand 
has  prefixed  to  the  priropucij  xp^s 
*A\4^w8poi^  (Speng.  lih.  Or.  i.  173), 
Rhetoric     is    called    ij    riay    X^tav 

'  ArUid,  §  50,  irep2  lUv  od¥  rrp  ifi^ 
ctre  podXcffSe  Koktiw  Svi^dfietas  efrc 
4>L\offo^las€tr€  diarpipTJs,  dxtixdare 
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has  been  forgotten.  Isocrates  and  Plato  were  strictly 
contemporaries — one,  the  great  speculative  thinker, 
the  other,  the  great  popular  educator,  of  his  century. 
The  tendency  to  contrast  them  is  natural.  On  the 
one  side  stands  the  true  philosopher ;  on  the  other, 
the  graceless  anti-Plato  who  is  continually  insisting 
that  his  political  rhetoric  is  philosophy.  Now,  to  be 
just,  we  ought  to  remember  that  the  point  of  the 
supposed  contrast  depends  partly  on  an  altered  verbal 
<^  usage.  When  Isocrates  speaks  of  his  Philosophy,  he 
means  his  Theory  of  Culture.  It  may  be  worth 
while  to  inquire  what  this  theory  was,  and  to  see  how 
far  that  which  Isocrates  professed  to  do  was  done  well 
by  him. 
Hu Theory        The  two  important  documents  for  the  "  philosophy  " 

of  Culture  ^" ^ .  .  ^  ^    / 

described  of  Isocratcs  arc  the  discourse  Against  the  Sophists- 
(Or.  XIII.  391  B.C.),  and  the  speech  On  tJie  Antidosis 
(Or.  XV.  353  B.C.),  the  alphaand  the  omega  of  his 
professional  life.  In  the  first  of  these  he  declares 
what  hL<s_*!-philosophy  "  is  not ;  in  the  second  he  explains 
what  it  is._^ 

(1)  nega-  j^  jg  distinguished,  then, — first,  from  all  theoretic 

inquiries,  as  from  those  of  the  Ionic  physicists,  and 
from  the  ethical  and  political  speculations  of  the 
Socratic  schools.  Secondly,  from  Eristic,  or  the  art 
of  disputing  for  disputation's  sake.  Thirdly,  from 
mathematical  science.  Fourthly,  from  all  literary 
activity  which  has  no  direct  bearing  on  the  higher 
political  life:  as  (i)  mythological  research,  ** genealo- 
gies of  the  heroes,"  and  the  like ;  (ii)  history,  con- 
sidered as  the  compiling  of  annals,  apart  from  political 
essay- writing ;    (iii)   philology  and   criticism   of  the 
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poets  ;  (iv)  rhetoric  applied  to  low  or  trivial  subjects, 
whether  forensic,  or  of  the  sportive  epideictic  kind.^ 

It  forms  the  last  and  highest  department  of  the  (2)  posi- 
citizen's  education.  Boys  at  school  learn  grammar 
and  read  the  poets.  Older  youths  may  profitably 
.study  astronomy  or  geometry  up  to  a  certain  point, 
for  the  purpose  of  sharpening  their  faculties ;  a  pro- 
found study  of  these  subjects  is  useful  only  for  profes- 
sional specialists.^  Eristic  may  be  used  for  practice 
in  the  same  way ;  but  the  student  must  take  care 
that  his  nature  is  not  "  dried  up  by  it,"  and  that  he  is 
not  "stranded"  in  such  barren  subtleties  as  (for 
instance)  those  of  Empedocles  and  Parmenides.^ 
Then,  when  the  faculties  have  been  thus  prepared  and 
trained,  "  philosophy  "  comes  in.  What  Gymnastic  is  * 
for  the  body.  Philosophy  is  for  the  mmXThe""tiS^5r 
of  Gymnastic  practises  his  pupils  in  all  the  artificial 
exercises  (<r;f»;/uiTa)  which  have  been  devised  as  pre- 
paratives for  real  contests.  The  teacher  of  Philosophy  ^ 
trains  his  pupils  in  all  the  artificial  resources  *  which 
prose-composition  can  employ.  Then  he  tries  them 
in  real  work,  in  putting  together  (awcipciv)  the  par- 
ticular things  which  they  have  learned,  so  that  they 


^  Adv,  Sophist  [XI 1 1]  passim :  cp. 
esp.  Helen.  E^icom,  [x]  §§  1-13: 
AfUid,  [XV]  §§  45,  46. 

2  Antid,  §§  261-264. 

^  76.  §  268,  fi^  fUm-oi  xepudeiy  t^v 
tpOffU'  riiy  airrCtv  KaraffKcXerev- 
$€i&a» — ^^OK€/Xa<rai»  ixl  toi>j  \6yovi 
rods  tQv  iraXatfah'  awpicrrOv, 

*  §  183,  rd;  ld4as  airdffas  aU  6  \6yos 
Tvyx^f'fi-  xP*^P^^f'  With  reference 
to  literary  composition,  Idia  is  used 
by  Isocr.  in  two  distinct  senses  : — (1) 


tS^oi  in  Antid.  §  11  are  the  rpAwoi 
\6y(av  of  §  45, — the  several  branches 
or  styles  of  literary  composition  ;  e,g, 
historical,  rhetorical,  critical :  (2) 
id^ai  in  Panath.  §  2  are  the  figures  of 
rhetoric,  properly  called  ax^fiaraf 
such  as  antithesis  or  parisdsis. 

Here,  in  Antid,  §  183,  the  meaning 
seems  akin  to  (2),  but  larger — in- 
cluding all  those  resources  of  a  liter- 
ary composer  which  can  be  reduced 
to  formuUis,  For  a  precisely  similar 
use,  see  Adv.  Soph,  [xdi]  §  16. 
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may  grasp  them  more  firmly,  and  may  be  able  to  use 
them  readily  in  any  combination  which  any  given 
occasion  may  require.  It  is  impossible  to  foresee 
exactly  all  these  occasions  ;  there  can  be  no  science  of 
them.  There  can  only  be  opinion,  conjecture  about 
them ;  and  he  is  the  wisest  man  who — exact  foresight 
being  out  of  the  question — can  best  conjecture  what 

/  any  given  crisis  will  demand  of  him/  "  Philosophy  " 
cannot  of  itself  engage  to  produce  a  man  able  to  speak 

I.  and  to  act.  Three  things  go  to  make  such  a  man — 
natural  capacity,  training,  and  practical  experience. 
The  second  has^aP  power  comparable  to  that  of  the 
first  and  third.  All  that  training  can  infallibly  do  is 
to  make  the  man  better.^  And  what  is  of  su£renie 
importance  is  the  class  of  subjects  to  which^  the 
oratorical  and  literary  faculty,  as  it  grows,  is  turned. 
These  must  be  (1)  jpracticalj  (2)  concerned  with  the 
largest  public  interests  ;  — ^ot^  with  such  private 
interests  as  employ  forensic  rhetoric,  nor  even  with 
£he  exclusive  interests  of  a  single  city.^  Isocrates 
cites  from  his  own  works  two  examples  of  such 
"  nationally  political,"  HeUeni^  subjects :  one  is  the 
thesis — "  Athens  has  a  better  right  than  Lacedaemon 
to  the  hegemony";^  another  is — "What  measures 
are  needed  to  reform  the  foreign  and  home  policy  of 
Atheil?'"^  ^ 

Definition.         The  ^^  Philosopliy  "  of  Isocrates  is,  then,  the  Art  of  [ 
speaking  and  of  writing  on  large  political  subjects,] 

1  Antid,  §§  184-185  :  cf.  §  271,  and  *  Represented  by  an  extract  from 

Helen,  Eiiccm.  §  5.  the  Panegyrictis  (§§  51  -  99),  intro- 

>/*.§§  187-191.  duc^  in  ^n<«  S  69. 

'  Represented  by  an  extract  from 
»  Ih,  §§276,  46:  cp.  Panath,  [xii]      the  De  Pace  (§§  25-56,  etc.),  intro- 
§§  1-3,  13  :  Philipp.  [v]  §  82.  duced  ib,  §  65. 
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considered  as  a  preparation  for  advising  or  acting  in   1/ 
political  affairs. 

But  something  more  than   such   a   definition  is  Relation  of 

^  ^      ^  ,  Isocratesto 

needed  for  the  accurate   appreciation   of  his  work,  hisprofes- 

,  .  .  Monal 

It  is  necessary  to  determine  his  relation  to  other  brethren. 
teaxihers  who  professed  tp^Jie  doing  nearly  the  same 
thing.  Isocrates  conceives  himself  as  belonging  to 
a  numerous  and  honourable  profession,  but  as  dis- 
tinguished from  most  of  his  brethren  by  certain 
characteristics  which  give  him  a  higher  moral  and 
intellectual  dignity.  The  members  of  this  profession 
he  calls  generically  Sophists ;  ^  when  he  wishes  to 
disparage  he  speaks  of  xmlgar  Sophists.^  Under 
this  general  name  of  "  Sophist "  he  includes  two  dis-  what  he 
tinct  classes  of  teachers  : — (1)  those  whom  we  should  ^^^ist." 
call  philosophers, — as  the  Socratics,  in  three  of  their 
principal  sects, — Plato  and  the  Academy,  Antisthenes 
and  the  Cynics,  Eucleides  and  the  Megarics;^ — 
(2)  those  whom  we  ordinarily  mean  when  we  speak 
of  "  sophists," — teachers  of  political  (that  is,  forensic 
or  deliberative)  discourse ;  who  professed  to  give  a 
training,  based  on  Rhetoric,  for  practical  life.^ 

The  power  of  speaking,  coherently  and  effectively,  Analogy  of 
in  a  law-court,  in  a  public  assembly  or  at  a  public  to  Joumai- 
festival,  held  a  place  in  old  Greek  life  roughly  ana- 
logous to  that  which  the  journalistio^  faculty  holds  in 
modem  Europe.  The  citizen  of  a  Greek  republic 
might  be  called  upon  at  any  moment  to  iiifluence 
public  opinion  in  behalf  of  certain  interests  or  ideas 

1  See  esp.  Aniid,  §  208.  ^  Htl^,  Encom,  [x]  §  1. 

2  rpcit  i)  rhrapet  rdv  dy€\al(av  *  Adv,  So2>h,  [xill]  §  9. 
ffo^MTtav,  PaiuUh,  [x  11]  §  18. 
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by   a  neat,  pointed,  comprehensive   address,  which  _ 
'  must  be  more  or  less  extemporary.     "  Sophists  "  in  y^ 
the  ordinary  seiise  were  men  who  undertook  to  teach 
methodically  the  art  of  saying,  under  all   possible 
circumstances,  something  which  should  pass  muster 
at  the  time ;  and,  in  controversy,  of  rebutting  argu-  ! 
ments,  whatever  their  intrinsic  worth,  by  counter- 
arguments which  should  at  least  serve  the  turn.     In 
most  hands  such   a  discipUne  was   probably  either  i 
keen   but  immoral,   or   superficial    and   non-moral  ^ 
Isocrates  wanted  to  make  it  thorough  and  moral. 
Distinctive         The  art  which  he  and  the  ordinary  sophists  alike 

merits  of 

Isocrates     professcd  was  thoroughly  established  as  the  essence 
popular      of  a  practical  Athenian  education.      In  the  speech 

educator  \ 

On  the  Antidosis  that  place  is  vindicated  for  it, 
against  those  who  denied  its  existence  as  an  art,  by 
an  appeal  to  its  proved  and  normal  efficiency ;  it 
produces  the  results  at  which  it  aims,  and  produces 
them  with  as  much  regularity  as  any  other  art.^  It 
was  the  educational  merit  of  Isocrates  that  he  strove 
honestly  and  in  a  great  measure  successfully  to  give 
to  this  established  art  a  larger  intellectual  field  and 
a  higher  tone.  Let  us  forget  that  by  a  perversity, 
which  at  the  worst  is  but  verbal,  he  chose  to  call 
this  art,  in  phrase  sanctioned  by  his  day,  "philo- 
sophy " ;  let  us  forget  what  is  sometimes  ludicrous  in 
his  egotism,  in  the  Uterary  self-complacency  which 
believed  itself  statesmanlike ;  and  let  us  see  what 
there  is  in  his  conception  and  practice  of  his  art  which 
is  reaUy  distinctive  and  really  deserving  of  respect. 
The  first  characteristic  of  Isocrates,  as  compared  *^ 

'  Antid.  §§  199-209." 
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with  the  ordinary  practical  educator,  is  largeness  of  i>  iM^t-jy^ 

view.     In  the  discourse  Agaitist  the  Sophists  he  re-  view,  j^ 

marks  that  the  vision  of  these  teachers  is  generally 

limited  to  the  narrowest  circle  of  an  Athenian  citi- 

zen's  interests ;  their  object  is  to  prepare  victory  in 

the   Athenian  law-courts,   victory   in   the   Athenian 

ecclesia.^     His  own  aim,  on  the  contrary,  is  to  en- 

large  the  mental  horizon  of  his  pupils  by  exercising 

them  on  subjects  wider  and  nobler  than  the  concerns 

of  any  single  city ;  he  describes  these  M^JSPts  of  his 

choice  as  Hellenic.'    The  Pariepvricv^deah  with  such 

a  subject.     And  even  when  his  immediate  subject 

concerns  a  particular  city,  the  treatment  is  still,  in 

his  own  phrase,  Hellenic ;  his  point  of  view  is  not 

local  but  national.     The  Archidamus^  the  Plataicus, 


■r— r 


the  Areopagiticus  are  instances.  Now  at  the  time 
when  Isocrates  was  writing,  this  breadth  was  useful 
in  two  ways,  intellectually  and  politically.  Intellect- 
ually ;  for  the  divorce  of  society  from  the  State 
brought  with  it  a  sharper  separation  between  the 
few  thinkers,  who  lived  more  and  more  apart,  and 
the  mass  of  the  citizens,  whose  social  life  had  lost 
the  higher  spiritual  elements  almost  as  completely  as 
it  could  do  so  without  ceasing  to  be  Greek.  It  was  a 
great  thing  that  a  young  citizen,  who  perhaps  would 
never  have  been  drawn  into  the  sphere  of  the  philoso- 
phers, should  have  set  before  his  mind  some  interests 
wider  and  higher  than  those  suggested  by  the  routine 
of  business  or  pleasure  in  his  own  city.  Besides  this 
intellectual  gain,  it  was  especially  a  political  gain 
when  he  was  reminded  that,  over  and   above   the 

*  Adv,  Soph,  §  20.  2  e,g.  AiUid.  §  46. 
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duties  of  local  citizenship,  he  owed  a  loyalty  to  the 
higher  unity  of  Greece.  Most  men  found  it  hard  to 
remember  this  in  a  time  when  the  selfishness  of  the 
individual  State,  or  citizen,  was  everywhere  breaking 
the  strongest  and  most  sacred  ties  of  the  old  common 
life.  To  keep  constantly  the  idea  of  Greece  before  the 
minds  of  men  who  would  afterwards  have  power  at 
various  points  of  Greece — and  the  pupils  of  Isocrates 
came  from  all  cities — was  a  good  service  in  itself, 
apart  from  the  w^orth  of  any  given  doctrines,  and 
independently  of  the  mental  enlargement  which  it 
implies. 
^-    2.  Eieva-  The  ftp^nn^  Hintinrtivo  nifiirlr  of  Isocrates  is  general 

morJtmie.  uoblencss  f)f  mnrfll  tnr^f ,  He  did  not  attempt  to  find 
a  philosophical  basis^for  morals:  rather  he  naively 
makes  it  his  merit  that,  while  theoretical  moralists 
set  before  men  a  conception  of  virtue  "  which  no  one 
else  can  recognise  and  about  which  they  themselves 
dispute,"  the  virtue  which  he  teaches  is  "  that  which 
all  men  allow."  ^  But  if  he  \vas  not  a  philosophical 
moralist,  he  had  a  genuine  respect  and  love  for  the 
best  and  highest  things  that  he  knew,  a  genuine 
contempt  and  hatred  for  what  he  felt  to  be  mean  and 
bad.  He  lived  in  times  of  which  the  deadly  disease 
in  public  and  social  life  w^as  a  narrow^  dishonest  and 
impudent  selfishness ;  the  spirit  which  animates  his 
writings  was  in  itself  wholesome  as  a  protest  against 
this  corrupt  and  abject  cynicism.  Isocrates  has  not 
passion;  but  in  his  eloquence  "one  breathes  a  large 
and  pure  air : "  the  fineness  of  his  spirit  has  its 
kindred  weaknesses ;  but,  when  it  is  truest  to  itself, 

>  Antid,  §  84. 
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"it  is  marked  by  respect  and.  love ^fpji  jgJl.worjthy 
sentiments ;  by  the  habit  of  jnqderatio.n,  by  a  just 
dislike  for  dishonesty Jgitations ;  by  antipathy  alike 
for  the  brutal  force  of  despots  and  for  the  brutal 
passions.  oLjaobs;  by  distance  from  suj)erstition ; 
by  faithful  attachment  to  what  he  called  '  philosophy ' 
— including  under  that  name  the  double  benefit  of 
the  thought  which  illumines,  and  of  the  speech  which 
charms  and  touches—lastly,  by  the  faculty  of  admira- 
tion,— the  finest  gift  of  his  genius, — and  by  that 
lively  feeling  for  the  great  aspects  of  his  country  in 
which  we  can  still  rejoice  with  him.  And,  however 
far  Demosthenes  may  outstrip  him,  yet  Demosthenes 
may  have  heard  not  without  respect — perhaps  not 
without  envy — that  serene  eloquence,  free  from  all 
precipitation  and  all  rashnessj  which  selects  its 
thoughts  as  well  as  its  words,  which  has  never  to  lend 
itself  to  offensive  sentiments,  which  never  degrades 
itself  or  those  who  listen  to  it,  which  is  nourished 
only  on  generous  ideas,  and  which  thus  reflects  the 
human  spirit  always  on  its  nobler  side."  ^ 

Thirdly,  Isocrates  is  distinguished  by  his  method  3.  Thor-  ^- 
of  teaching.  Aristotle  notices  the  system  followed  of  Method. 
by  the  ordinary  sophists.  It  consisted  in  making 
their  pupils  commit  to  memory,  first  speeches,  then 
dialogues.  This  method,  Aristotle  observes,  was 
quick,  but  inartistic  and  barren  of  results ;  and  was 
very  much  as  if  a  shoemaker,  instead  of  making  his 

^  Cartelier,  Lt  Discours  d'Isocrate  —especially  on  the  moral  side  ;  and 

sur  lui-nUme  (the  Antidosis),  p.  Ixii.  suggests  how  much  has  been  lost  to 

The  Introductory  Essay  from  which  French  literature   with    the  scholar 

I  quote  is  throughout  a  subtle  and  from  whose  pen  it  came, 
sympathetic  appreciation  of  Isocrates 
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apprentices  acquainted  with  the  processes  of  the  art, 
should  content  himself  with  showing  them  several 
pairs  of  shoes/  Granting  that  this  account  of  their 
procedure  may  be  partly  unfeiir  to  average  sophists, 
it  still  seems  clear  that  Isocrates  stood,  aioae  in  the 
stress  which  he  laid,  and  the  critical  pains  which  he 
bestowed,  on  work  done  by  his  pupils  themselves. 
First  came  technical  expositions ;  then  the  learner 
was  required  to  apply  abstract  rules  in  actual  com- 
position,  and  his  essay  was  carefully  revised  by  the 
master.-  Isocrates  recognised  fully  the  use  of  ex- 
ample ;  but  while  for  most  other  teachers  the  setting 
of  finished  patterns  before  their  school  was  almost 
everything,  Isocrates.  seems  to  have  regarded  these 
patterns  chiefly  as  counsels  of  perfection  for  advanced 
and  gifted  pupils;^  the  real  essence  of  his  method 
consisted  in  developing  the  learner's  owti  faculty 
through  the  learner's  ^own  efforts.^  He  lays  great 
stress  upon  industry ;  he  seems  to  have  regarded  a 
feeling  for  the  pleasures  of  hard  work  as  one  criterion 
of  a  noble  spirit ;  ^  and  in  his  ninety-seventh  year, 
when  he  was  suffering  from  illness,  he  prides  himself 
on  being  still  able  to  work  hard.^  His  course  of 
teaching,  besides  being  so  much  more  thorough,  seems 
to  have  been  of  longerduratipn  than  the  ordinary ; 
his  pupils  stayed  with  him  from  three  to  four  years.^ 
It  results  from  his  whole  conception  of  his  art, 

^  Arist.     x€pi     ffOifHOT.     i\(yx<»fy  cod.  260,  that  Isocrates  tauglit  not 

xxxiv.  7.  merely  by  fUOoSot — i.e.  technical  pre- 

2  Antid.  ^ISZf.:  cf.  Epist.  vi.  §  8.  cept— but  also  by  d<r)n7<rty— practice 

^  See  Adv.  Sophist.  §  18.  under  the  eye  of  the  master. 

*  Antid.  §  188.     This  fact  is  ex-  »  Areopag.  [vii]  §  43. 

pressed  by  the  tradition,  preserved  "  Panath.  §  267. 

in  the  Plutarchic  life  and  by  Photius  ^  Antid.  §  87.     Cf.  §  200,  where 
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and  it  is   implied  in  liis  method  of  teaching,  that  4.  Desire  of 

-*■  ,  *^         ,         Permanent 

Isfi^Ciates  _aimed  at  the  production  of  work  which  Result,  w 
should  have  a  lasting  value.  This  is  a  fourth  charac- 
^eristif  which  di^tiSguShes  hl^  .^'^  the 
mass  of  his  profession,  and,  in  a  certain  degree,  even 
from  its  better  members.  Sinceihe  end  of  the  fifth 
century:  B.C.  a  literature  of  political  pamphlets  had 
been  coming  into  existence ;  writing  was  now  recog- 
nised as  a  mode  of  influencing  public, opinion  on  t] 
affftii^  ^f  t.]t]e  day.  Thrasymachus  pleaded  for  the 
Larisaeans,  as  Isocrates  for  the  Plataeans,  in  a 
rhetorical^.  J3fljaphl8t ;  in  the  same  way  Isocrates 
attacked,  and  Alcidamas  defended,  the  new  Mes- 
sene.^  Now  to  Isocrates  belongs  the  credit  of  trying 
to  raise  the  dignity  and  worth  of  this  intermittent 
journalism.  He  aimed  at  making  his  essays  on  con-,  ^ 
temporary  events  something  more  than  telling 
pa^mphlets ;  he  wished  them  to  have  a  lasting  value 
both  literary  and  political,  answering  to  the  con- 
scientious labour  and  thought  which  had  been  spent 
upon  them.  The  ambition  which  he  set  steadily 
before  his  school  is  not  simply  that  of  rising  above 
the  forensic  eloquence  which  triumphs  for  a  day ;  it 
is  that  of  producing  work  which  shall  be  respected — 
he  says  it  boldly — "in  all  companies  and  for  all 
time."'  To  be  thorough;  to  aim  at  solid  results — ^ 
this  rule,  meant  first  for  writers,  was  not  less  needed 
in  that  age  for  the  future  men  of  action;  and  in 

he  ridicules  the  popular  notion  that  vkOKbn  of  Alcidamas  (which  may  be 

0}ie  year  of  such  training  ought  to  contrasted  with  the  Archidamxis  of 

make  a  finished  ^w/o.  Isocr.)  ih,  p.  154.     Cp.  Curtius,  Hisi. 

*  On  the  lost  speech  of  Thrasy-  Or,  v.  173  (Ward), 

machus  incip  Aapicaluw,  see  Sauppe,  ^  AiUid.  §  40. 
Or,  Att.   II.  p.  162:  on  the  Viiirtni' 
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literature  it  had  this  special  result,  that  literary  skill, 
seeking  some  enduring  form  in  which  it  might  em- 
body itself,  was  now  applied  with  a  new  zeal  to 
history.  Three  pupils  of  Isocrates  are  especially 
representative  of  this  impulse.  Androtion,  in  his 
Atthis,  treated  the  local  traditions  and  antiquities  of 
Attica,  and  carried  the  history  of  Athens  at  least  to 
394  B.C.  !^horus  wrote  a  History  of  Greece,  in. 
thirty  books,  from  the  Return  of  the  Heracleidae  to 
the  siege  of  Perinthus  by  Philip  in  341  b.c.  Theo^ 
pompus  was  the  author  of  a  supplement  to  Thucydides 
— relating,  in  twelve  books,  the  events  from  the  battle 
of  Cynossema  to  the  battle  of  Cnidus  (411-394  B.C.) ; 
and,  in  his  Philippica.  a  work  in  no  less  than  fifty- 
eight  books,  made  Philip  of  Macedon  the  central 
figure  of  what  seems  to  have  been  in  fact  a  History 
of  Civilisation,  arranged  as  a  great  picture  of  the 
contemporary  world. ^  It  was  a  benefit  to  an  age 
intellectually  poor  in  all  but  speculative  interests  to 
have  turned  literary  energy  towards  something  more 
substantial  than  the  study  of  form.  This  w^as  done 
by  the  historical  school  of  which  Isocrates  became  the 
indirect  founder,  and  which  shows,  in  one  special 
manifestation,  a  general  bent  of  his  teaching. 
Summary.  Thcsc,  then,  are  four  chief  things  by  which  Iso-  ^f^ 
crates  is  distinguished  from  contemporary  teachers 
of  political  rhetoric : — breadth  of  jyiew ;  nobleness 
of  moral  tone ;  practical  thoroughness  of  method ;  V  ' 
encouragement  of  solid  work.  "^ 

The  relation  of  Isocrates  to  the  Socratics  is  in 

1  Miiller,   HiU.   Or,  Lit.  c  xliii       Androtion) :    Curtius,   Hist,   Or.   v. 
Vol.   II.  pp.   374-381   (for  Ephorus      pp.  176  f.  (Ward), 
and  Theopompus),   pp.    391   f.   (for 
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fact  rather  a  biographical  question  than  one  which  isocrates 

and  the 

concerns  the  examination  of  his  *nit.  His  so-called  Socratica. 
** philosophy"  had  no  point  of  true  contact  with  the 
Socratic  schools  except  his  personal  obligation  to 
Socrates.  But,  in  so  far  as  there  was  a  real  or  an 
apparent  antagonism  between  them,  some  attempt  to 
estimate  this  may  help  to  make  the  exact  position  of 
Isocrates  clearer. 

Socrates  held  that  it  is  of  the  essence  of  true 
philosophy  to  have  a  direct  bearing  on  civic  life.  Hisreia- 
When  Isocrates  turns  away  from  physical  specula-  socrateg. 
tion  and  from  all  abstract  study,  considered  as  an 
end,  he  is  so  far  Socratic.^  But  his  master  is  the 
Xenophontic,  not  the  Platonic  Socrates.  He  has 
taken  the  doctrine  in  too  literal  and  too  narrow  a 
sense ;  he  has  not  seen  that  the  theoretic  is  the  way 
to  the  best  practical  life.  On  the  other  hand,  he  is 
versed  in  the  maxims  of  just  such  a  homely  moral 
philosophy  as  Xenophon  ascribes  to  Socrates.  Many 
parallelisms  might  be  pointed  out  between  the  Mem- 
orabilia  and  (for  instance)  the  Letter  to  Demonicus.^ 
Though  the  ideal  tendency  of  Isocrates  distinguishes 
him  from  Xenophon  almost  as  decidedly  as  his  un- 
scientific habit  distinguishes  him  from  Plato,  yet,  in 
all  that  they  owe  to  their  common  teacher,  Xenophon 
and  Isocrates  are  strongly  alike. 

At   whatever   time    the   Phaedrus  was  written,  supposed 
I    whether  when  Isocrates  was  really  a  young  man,  or,  as  of  piato  to 
•  Cicero  thinks,^  when  he  was  of  maturer  age,  there  can  ^^ 

1  Compftre  AiUid.  §§  263-26i5,  with  Ad  D,  §  26  with  Mem,  iii.  ix.   8  : 

Xen.  Mem,  iv.  vii  3  and,  7.  Ad  D,  §  34  with  Mem,  in.  ix.  14  : 

«  Compare  Ad  Zkm.  [Or.  i]  §  24  Ad  D.  §  40  with  Mtm.  i.  ii.  16. 

with    Xenophon    Mem.    ii.    vi.    6 :  ^  Or.  §  41. 
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hardly  be  a  question  that  it  is  no  sarcastic  prophecy 
after  the  event.  ^  When  Plato  wrote,  he  really  hoped 
that  Isocrates  might  choose  what  was  in  his  opinion 
the  noblest  career.  In  the  Gorgias  there  is  a  parody 
which  need  not  be  treated  as  passing  the  bounds  of 
a  friendly  irony ;  Isocrates  had  said  in  his  speech 
Against  the  Sophists  that  to  be  a  good  speaker  re- 
quires "a  manly  and  imaginative  spirit";  Socrates 
is  made  to  say  in  the  Gorgias  that  rhetoric  is  the 
affair  of  "a  manful  and  conjectural  spirit."-  A 
passage  in  the  Euthydemiis  is  stronger  and  more 
significant.  Criton  reports  to  Socrates  the  remarks 
made  upon  Socrates  and  the  philosophers  by  a  critic 
who  is  not  named,  but  who  is  described.  The  chief 
traits  of  this  critic  are,  (1)  that  he  identifies  Dialectic 
with  Eristic ;  (2)  that  he  has  a  rhythmical  and  anti- 
thetical style,  of  which  Criton  gives  a  specimen ;  (3) 
that  he  lives  a  life  withdrawn  from  action  ;  and  (4) 
that  he  dwells  "  on  the  borderland  between  Philosophy 
and  Statesmanship."  Socrates  is  not  harsh  to  this 
critic ;  we  ought  not  to  be  irritated,  he  says,  by 
claims  of  this  kind ;  rather  "  we  ought  to  esteem  every 
man  who  says  anything  holding  of  practical  wisdom, 
and  goes  with  manly  perseverance  through  his  work."  * 
Supposed  In  the  discourse  Against  the  Sophists  it  seems 

of  Isocrates  doubtful  whether  there  is  any  special  reference  to 
Plato,  who,  at  that  time,  —  about  391  B.C., —  was 
perhaps  not  yet  conspicuous ;    but  the  teachers  of 

^  See  Spengel,  Isohr.  und  Platon,  passage  is  discussed  by  Dr.  Tliomp- 

pp.  19,  39.  son  {Phaedr.  Append,  ii,  pp.   179- 

^  Adv.  Soph.  §  17,  ^vxv^  dvdfxicijs  182) ;    who,    with    Spengel    {laokr. 

Kcd  do^aoTiK^t :   Plat.    Oorrj.  p.    463  und  PI.  pp.   36,  7),  recognises  the 

^vxyji  aroxO'in'iK^s  Kal  dpdpeias.  allasion  to  Isocrates. 

»  Plat.  Euthyd,  pp.   804-6.     The 
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absolute  knowledge  {iTrurn^firf)  for  pay  must  at  any 
rate  be  some  of  the  minor  Socratics.^     In  the  He- 
lenae  Encomium,  however  (370  B.C.),  the  allusion  to 
Plato  is  distinct.     He  is  brought  in  between  Anti- 
sthenes  and  Eucleides, — being  indicated  as  teaching 
that  Valour,  Wisdom  and  Justice  form  the  subject- 
matter  of  one  science.^     In  the  Panathenaicus  (§118) 
there  is  what  seems  a  controversial  reference  to  Plato's 
maxim  in  the  Gorgicis  and  the  Republic^  that  it  is 
better  to  be  wronged  than  to  wrong,     "  The  Laws  and 
Polities  written  by  the  Sophists "  which  are  slightly 
mentioned  in  the  Philippus  (§2)  may  possibly  be 
meant   for   Plato's   works;    though   this   seems  less 
certain.     Lastly,  in  several  passages  of  Isocrates  the  isocratic 
attainment  of  judicious  **  opinion,"  as  distinguished  of  Opinion 
from  "  knowledge,"  is  declared  to  be  the  end  of  educa-  ledge— its 
tion.     It  is  worth  while  to  inquire  how  far  these  tL* 
remarks  strictly  apply  to  the  Platonic  antithesis.     In  antithesis, 
the  discourse  Against  the  Sophists  (§  16)  Isocrates 
says  : — "  When  people  see  that   those  who  merely 
opine  agree  better  and  succeed  oftener  than  those 
who  profess  to  know,  they  naturally  despise  them." 
In  the  Helenae  Encomium,  §  5  : — "  It  is  much  better 
to  form  probable  opinions  about  useful  things  than 
to  have  an  exact  knowledge  of  useless  things."     The 
Speech  On  the  Antidosis,  §  271  : — "  Since  it  is  im-    ; 
possible  for  human  nature  to  acquire  any  science  by 
which  we  should  know  what  to  do  or  say,  in  the  next 
resort  I  deem  those  wise  who,  as  a  rule,  can  hit  what 
is  best  by  their  opinions ;  and  I  call  those  men  philo- 

^  Adv.  Soph,  §§  3,  4:   Thompeon      and  the   Cynics    are   indicated    by 
(1.  c),  p.  177,  note  9.  their  paradoxes^  Eucleides  and  the 

'  Bden,  Enc.   §   1.     Antisthenes      Megarics  by  their  eristic. 

VOL.  II  E 
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sophers  who   give   themselves   to  studies  by  which 
they  will  soonest  acquire  practical  wisdom." 

In  no  one  of  these  passages,  nor  elsewhere,  does 
Isocrates  deny  a  possible  .science  of  absolute  truth ; 
rather  he  implicitly  recognises  it.  His  contention  is 
that  this  knowledge,  supposing  it  attained,  is  worth 
less  than  judicious,  though  inexact,  opinion  on  the 
aflfairs  of  practical  life.  That  "  knowledge "  or 
"  science  "  of  which  he  does  deny  the  possibility  is  a 
science  of  the  contingencies  which  may  arise  in  prac- 
tical life.  These  cannot  certainly  be  foreknown ;  the 
words  or  deeds  which  a  future  crisis  may  demand  can 
never  be  more  than  matter  of  guesswork. 
Summary  The  supposcd  allusious  of  Plato  to  Isocrates  prove 

reutionf ^**  nothing  more  than  his  regret — sometimes  expressed 
piltoMci  with  sarcasm — that  ability  and  industry  should  have 
been  lost  to  the  search  for  knowledge.  The  references 
of  Isocrates  to  Plato  show  vanity  and  petulance  ;  but 
no  more  than  those  on  the  other  side  do  they  justify 
the  hypothesis  of  a  serious  feud.  An  inner  friendship 
or  harmony  was  impossible  between  the  two  men. 
But  Plato  seems  to  have  regarded  Isocrates  with  a 
sometimes  pitying  good  will ;  and  Isocrates,  when 
not  temporarily  out  of  humour  with  Plato,  was  prob- 
ably willing  to  visit  him  in  the  country,  and  to  talk 
—as  an  impartial  Peripatetic  is  said  to  have  described 
— **  concerning  poets."  ^ 

^  "  The  philosopher  [Plato]  was  a  son  1.   c.   p.    178).     I  assame  that 

friend  of  Isocrates ;  and  Praxiphanes  Praxiphanes  had   pardoned    to    old 

has  written  a  dialogue  in  which  they  age   the    designation    of   Aristotle's 

are  represented  as  conversing    re^  philosophy  as  r^    xcpl    rds    (piSas 

voirrruv    in    Plato's    country  •  house  (Isocr.  Epist.  v.  §  3) — if  the  Dialogue 

where  Isocrates  was  a  guest " :  Diog.  On    Poets    had   not    been    written 

Laert.  in.  9  (quoted  by  Dr.  Thomp-  before. 


Isocrates. 


CHAPTER  XIV 


ISOCRATES 


STYLE 

It  has  been  seen  that  the  end  which  Isocrates  set 
before   himself  in   all  his   work  was  practical,  and 
practical  in  a  high  way.      His   teaching  aimed  at 
forming  good  citizens,  not  only  of  Athens,  but  of 
Greece.     His  writings  aimed  at  showing  how  Hterary 
skUl^  might_be .  applied  tp_the   treatment   of  really 
political   subjects.       But,   except   during  those  few  isocrates 
years  of  his  earlier.  liifi..ii]L  .'ffihich  he  wrote  for  the  orator 
law-courts,   he    had    nothing  to   do   with    practical 
oratory.     Want  of  nerve  and  of  voice  hindered  him 
from   coming   forward   in   the   ecclesia.       With   the 
exception  of  the  six  forensic  speeches,  aUhis  extant 
compositions   were   meant  to   be   read,   not    to    be 
spoken.     Considered  in  regard  to  subject-matter,  he 
is  a  publidst.     Considered  in  regard  to  form,  he  is  a 
stylist     And  his  distinction  as  a  stylist  is  this,  that  than  an 
he  was  the  first  Greek  who^ave  a  really  artistic  finish  rhetoi^i 
to  literary  rhetorical  pyose.  l^nwe. 


Isocrates  began  the  career  of  his  choice — when 
the  labours  not  of  his  choice  were  over — about 
392  B.C.     Ehetoric  was  then  represented  at  Athens 
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Rhetoric     chieflv  bv  two  closses  of  men.     First,  there  were  the 

at  Athens 


about  890  writers  of  speeches  for  the  law-courts.  Lysias,  then 
The  writers  ^*  *^^  height  of  his  fame,  was  the  most  eminent  of 
TOurts^^*^  these,  and  had  already  set  before  his  brethren  a  new 
standard  of  excellence ;  though  it  is  not  likely  that, 
so  early  as  390  B.C.,  the  "  plain  style  "  had  made  much 
The  way.     Secondly,  there  were  teachers  of  rhetoric  who 

teachers  of  /•  i  j      •  j  r\      ji^iti  j*  /» 

Rhetoric,  profcsscd  to  mipart  a  method  oi  deliberative  or  forensic 
speaking,  but  who  in  the  exercises  which  they  wrote 
as  models,  seem  to  have  preferred  subjects  of  an 
epideictic  character  taken  from  mythology.  Extant 
examples  are  the  Speech  of  Odysseus  against  Pala- 
medes,  the  Defence  of  Palamedes,  the  Controversy 
between  Ajax  and  Odysseus  for  the  arms  of  Achilles.^ 
It  was  in  a  half-disdainful  rivalry  with  such  efforts 
that  Isocrates  wrote  his  Busiris  and  his  Encomium 
^'    Distinctive  of  Helen,     But  the  real  ambition  of  Isocrates  was  to  i< 

Isocrates.    raisc  the  Art  of  Rhetoric  above  such  themes  as  were 
supplied  either  by  the  law-courts  or  by  the  myths.   , 
He  held  that  the  subject-matter  of  Rhetoric  was  to 
be  found  neither  in  the  petty  concerns  of  to-day  nor 
in  a  far-off  age  of  heroes,  but  in  the  largest  practical  ;  y 
interests  of  Greek  citizenship.     He  held,  further — "^ 
and  here  he  was  completing  the  theory  of  Gorgias — 
that  not  only  may  prose  be  artistic,  but  that  the 
utterance  of  Rhetoric  may  be,  ought  to  be,  a  woik  of 
art  as  complete  and  as  substantive  as  the  utterance  of 
Poetry ;   that  it  has  its  own  ascertainable  laws  of 

^  For    the   'OBvccein  irard  HaXa-  be  ascribed  to  Alcidamas  ;  the  second 

/ti^dovs  xpodofflas  see  Sanppe  Or.  AU,  to  Groi*gias ;  the  third  to  Antisthenes. 

U.    156  ;    for  the   inrip    UaXafii/iSovt  H.  E.  Foss  in  his  Oorgias  (pp.  81  f. ; 

dToXo7<a,   ib,   132;    for  the  Afas —  78  f. ;  94  £)  has  shown  each  to  be 

'Ohvaa€{Hf  lb,  167.    The  first  used  to  the  work  of  a  later  writer. 
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rhythm  and  of  harmony ;  and  that  the  artist  who, 
having  mastered  these  laws,  addresses  himself  to  the 
treatment  of  a  great  subject,  has  with  him  a  power, 
beside  and  beyond  the  strength  of  his  cause  or  of  his 
genius — a  power  coming  to  him,  as  to  the  poet,  through 
his  art,  and  springing  from  an  essential  music  latent 
in  language  which  his  art  has  shown  him  how  to  bring 
upon  the  ear. 

It  has  been  said  in  a  former  chapter  ^  that  Diony- 
sius  distinguishes  three  principal  "harmonies"  or 
modes  of  composition,  whether  in  verse  or  Tn  prose, 
— the  ''austere,''  the  '^smooth''  and  the  "middle "  ; 
Antiphon  being  his  oratorical  representative  of  the 
"  austere,"  Isocrates  of  the  "  smooth,"  Demosthenes  of  Dionysius 
the  "  middle."     The  "  smooth  "  (or  "  florid  ")  harmony  "^smwth " 

.1  1  •11  harmony. 

IS  thus  described  : — 

"  It  does  not  seek  that  each  separate  word  should 
be  conspicuously  seen,  as  if  set  on  a  broad,  firm 
pedestal ;  or  that  the  pauses  between  the  words  should 
be  long.  The  slow,  steadfast  manner  is  not  at  all  to 
its  mind.  Rather  it  likes  movement  and  impetus  of 
language ;  it  wishes  word  to  come  on  word  as  wave 
rides  wave,  each  lending  buoyancy  to  each,  like  flowing 
waters  that  never  are  still.  It  requires  that  all  the 
parts  of  the  context  should  be  taken  together  and  find 
tl^k  power  in  their  whole  efiect.  This  result  is 
wrought  by  a  nicety  of  joining  which  leaves  no  pause 
that  can  be  felt  between  word  and  word.  In  this,  the 
style  is  like  a  web  of  fine  warp,  or  a  painting  of  which 
the  lights  melt  into  the  shadows.  Then  it  wishes 
that  all  its  words  should  be  musical,  smooth,  delicate, 

*  VoL  I.  p.  21. 


<  • 
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as  with  the  bloom  of  a  fair  young  face.  It  may  be 
said  to  be  at  feud  with  rough  syllables  and  all  clashing 
sounds ;  and  to  be  wary  of  everything  rash  and 
venturesome. 

"  Nor  is  it  only  between  word  and  word  that  it 
seeks  this  apt  juncture  and  coherence.  It  desires  that 
clause  should  be  closely  knitted  to  clause ;  that  every 
sentence  should  be  rounded  to  a  period ;  that  each 
segment  of  a  period  should  be  neither  shorter  nor 
longer  than  the  just  mean ;  and  that  the  whole  period 
should  be  within  the  compass  of  one  full  breath.  A 
sentence  not  periodic,  a  period  not  jointed  into 
members,  or  a  member  not  symmetrical  with  the  rest, 
are  thoroughly  foreign  to  its  workmanship.  The 
rhythms  which  it  employs  are  not  the  longest  but  the 
middle  or  the  shorter.  It  wishes  the  last  words  of  a 
period  to  be  rhythmical  and  j&rmly  set,  as  on  a  base 
squared  by  line  and  rule ; — thus  reversing,  in  the 
structure  of  these  final  clauses,  its  practice  in  the 
ordinary  harmonies  of  words.  Ordinarily  it  makes 
word  slide  into  word.  But  it  would  have  the  closing 
words  of  a  period  to  stand  clear,  and  be  seen,  as  it 
were,  from  every  side.  Th%  figures  which  it  uses  are 
not  those  which  have  an  antique  air,  or  which  are 
notable  for  majesty  or  impressiveness  or  ruggedness; 
but  rather  the  luxuriant  and  voluptuous,  in  which 
the  elements  of  illusion  and  stage-glitter  are  strong. 
To  speak  generally — this  *  smooth'  or  'florid'  style 
is  in  essentials  the  opposite  of  the  austere."  ^ 
Represent-         This  description  may  serve  at  the  outset  to  hint 

atiyes  of         ,  ,     . 

this  style    the  broadcst  characteristics  of  Isocrates  as  contrasted 

'  Dionys.  cU  comp.  Verb,  c.  23. 
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with  the  elder  school  represented  by  Antiphon.  The 
typical  poets  of  the  **  smooth"  style,  according  to  in  poetry, 
Dionysius,  are,  in  epos,  Hesiod;  of  lyrists,  Sappho, 
Anacreon,  Simonides ;  among  tragedians,.  Euripides 
only.  When  Dionysius  comes  to  name  a  represehta-  in  prose, 
tive  historian,  he  is  at  a  loss;  no  one,  he  says,  is 
strictly  apposite ;  but  Ephorus  and  Theopompus  are 
so  "  more  than  most."  This  illustrates  the  degree  in 
which  the  style  of  Isocrates  was  distinctiye.  The  onl^ 
prose-writers  in  the  '*  flmnoth  harmony  "  whom  Diony- 
sius finds  to  mention  are  Isocrates  and  two  pupils  of 
Isocrates. 

[Supplying  more  closely  to  Isocrates  the  general  Diction  of  ^ 

I  socrft  tes. 

description  just  quoted,  the  first  point  to  be  noticed 
is  his  choice  of  words.  His  dictiwi  is  tempered  of_ 
two  opposite  elements.  It  is  a  compromise  between 
the  "elaborate"  diction  represented  by  Thucydides 
and  the  " plain"  diction  represented  by  Lysias.^  But 
it  is  infinitely  more  Lysian  than  Thucydidean. 

Of  its   Lysian  qualities,  the  first  is  purity ;  an  its  Purity,  t 
excellence  already  *  explained  as  including  two  ideas 
— ayoidance   of  obsolete,   or  novel  or  too  poetical 
words,^ — and  correctness  of  idiom.     In  this  Isocrates 
was  the  nearest  rival,  though  not  the  equal,  of  Lysias.* 


»  Vol.  I.  p.  164. 


DioDjs.  Demosth,  c  4.  o'jceXrrcv^cZiray,  Ant  §  268 :  dccurxa/x- 

tpoffOcuy  Areop.  §  12.  Also  the  meta- 
phorical use  of  elKiore^iv  {Pan,  §  131), 
'  As  exceptions,  note  the  words      i^0K€CKas,  AnL  §  268  and  Ep.  11.  §  18. 

odp<u>ofi!^Krjs,  Antid,  [zv]  §  184 :  0t-      (Sandys,  Ad  Dem,  and  Panegr,  pp. 

XoirpwHrYopm    ("  courteous  "  —  more      xi,  xxxiv.) 

general  than  e^fKKn^opof, ''affable")  Aristotle  instances  fr\ri<raif  {Pan. 

Ad  Demon,  [i]  §  20  :  r^pOpela  ("jug-      §  96)  and  tfyfifiv  (^*  §  186)  as  poetical 

glery  "),  Helen.  Enc  [z]  §  4  :  019^,       words  legitimately  used  in  a  climax  : 

Aeginet.  [xix]  §  11 :  ri^pfifi,  Antid.      Jth.  in.  7. 

§  130 :    ixiKifipiJt,  Bus.   [zi]   §  49  :  ^  Dionys.  de  Isocr,  c.  2  :  Lys.  c.  2 : 

iv^Xex^ffraroSf  Aniid.  §  156 :   icara-       Dem.  c.  4. 
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tion of 
Isocrates. 


Prose- 
rbythm. 


Next,  though  the  general  eflfect  of  Isocrates  is  ornate 
and  the  general  eflfect  of  Lysias  is  plain,  yet  the 
Lysian  simplicity  belongs  in  a  certain  sense  to  the 
language  of  Isocrates.     His  ciuflgosition  abounds  in 


Igures — to  be  noticed  presently ;  but  his  diction 
generally  avoids  tropes ;  ^  that  is,  it  uses  the  individual 
word  in  the  normal  sense.  Yet  here  again  there  is  a 
diflference.  Lysias  prefers  common  words ;  Isocrates, 
though  he  can  distinguish  occasions,  has  a  general 
bent  towards  grandeur.  ^  There  is  far  less  of  this  in 
the  six  forensic  speeches  than  elsewhere;  yet  even 
here  there  is  something.^ 

But  choice  of  words  was  of  comparatively  small 
importance  in  determining  the  style  of  Isocrates, 
between  whom  and  the  elder  "austere''  school  the 
essential  point  of  contrast  was  just  this,  that  they 
relied  much  on  words,  while  he  relied  almost  wholly 
on  composition.  It  was  Isocrates  who  developed, 
though  he  did  not  originate,  the  idea  of  a  literary 
prose-rhythm.  The  Greek  theory  distinguished  a 
music  proper  to  the  continuous  (crwe;^?)  exertion  of 
the  voice  in  prose-declamation  from  the  music  of  its 


^  Dionys.  Dem.  c.  18— where  he  is 
criticising  a  passage  from  the  De 
Pace  (§§  41-50)  taken  as  showing 
Isocr.  at  his  best — and  notices  the 
avoidance  of  rpoTticat  KarafrKcval  as 
even  excessive.  Hennogenes  {rtfA 
IdeCov  a'  c.  12,  Speng.  Hh.  O.  ii.  83) 
observes  that  the  first  condition  of 
beauty  in  expression  is  purity;  now 
tropes  give  vividness,  but  are  against 
parity ;  hence  Isocr.,  who  thought 
most  about  beauty,  made  least  use  of 
tropes. 

2  ff€fivo\i}yla  (Dionys.  Isocr.  c.  20), 
ff€fiyoH}s  ToiATuc/i  {ib,  2),  ica\\tXo7(a 


{Dem,  c.  4). 

'  Speaking  of  the  forensic  work  of 
Isocr.  generally,  Dionys.  remarks 
that  here  he  comes  near  to  the  manner 
of  Lysias  {Isocr.  c.  18).  Then  ex- 
amining the  Trapez.  [xvii]  §§  1-14 
in  detail,  he  points  out  that  the 
manner  is  S\(fi  r^p  yiy€i  distinct  from 
that  of  I.*s  deliberative  or  epideictic 
speeches ;  yet  that  it  is  Isocratic  still 
— it  bears  the  predominant  stamp  of 
art  (c.  20). —Perhaps  Or.  xviii 
(Against  Callimachus)  and  xix  (Aegi- 
neticus)  are  the  best  examples  of  I.'s 
plain  manner. 
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exertion  at  intervals  (Buta-T^fiaTa)  in  singing.^  As 
singing  can  scarcely  charm  the  ear  or  make  claim  to 
beauty  until  it  has  brought  itself  under  definite  laws, 
partly  of  rhythm,  partly  of  harmony,  so  oratorical 
prose  cannot  give  artistic  pleasure  until  it  has  become, 
in  its  proper  measure,  rhythmical.  This  implies  the 
bringing  out  of  that  musical  element  which  is  inherent 
in  all  language ;  and  the  technical  Rhetoric  early 
began  to  take  account  of  the  prose-rhythm  into  which 
this  element  must  be  wrought.  Thus  Aristotle  ^  dis- 
cusses the  relative  merits  for  rhetorical  prose  of  the 
dactyl — which  is  too  epic  for  ordinary  use — the  iambus, 
which  is  too  common  to  give  any  distinctive  eflfect — 
the  trochee,  which  is  too  light — and  the  paeon,  which 
he  thinks  on  the  whole  the  most  serviceable, — the 
"first"  paeon  (-uou)  for  the  beginning  of  the  period, 
the  '*  fourth  "  (uuu-)  for  the  end.  Poetry  has  its  strict 
correspondence  of  rhythms  and  its  precision  of  metres. 
Prose  has  its  irregular  rhythms  and  its  wandering 
melody  in  the  fall  of  syllables — rhythms  and  metres 
not  bound  by  any  rigid  framework,  yet  reducible  to 
certain  general  laws  which  the  attentive  ear  can  dis- 
cover, and  which  the  skilful  speaker  can  apply  in  ever- 
varying  combinations.^  Now  the  mistake  of  Gororias 
had  consisted  in  trying  to  bring  the,  essentjaHy^icfifi 
rhythms  and  metres  of  prose  too  near  to  the  strict 

*  Volkmann,  Die  Bhdorik  der  '  Dionys.  Dem,  cc.  49,  50.  Prose 
CfrUehen  und  Romer  (1872),  p.  430.  is  to  be  cvpvOfiot  and  ev/LieTpoj— not 

*  Bhet.  III.  8— where  he  observes  like  Poetry,  (ppv$fios  and  (pL/xerpos, 
that  metre  in  prose  is  dirieavoi^,  i.e.  bound,  Quintilian  (ix.  iv.  45)  dis- 
destroys  the  rhetorical  illusion,  but  tinguishes  the  metre  (dimensio  qtme- 
rhythm  desirable— simply,  he  thinks,  dam)  of  verse  from  the  rhythm 
as  the  period  is—because  **all  men  {numeri)  of  prose :  and  so  Cic.  has 
like  to  see  to  the  end."    Cf.  Volkm.  numeru$=(fv0fi(n,  Or.  §  67. 

p.  447. 
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rhythms  and  metres  of  verse.  Thrasymachus  of 
Jhalcedon  was  probably  more  judicious.^  But  Iso- 
crates  was  the  ^nr1iP°^  g^^,aitartist  in  the  rhythm  proper 
tp  prose,^ — so  distinctly  so,  that  Cicero  more  than 
once  ryLlIf^  hiTY^  I'tfl  discoverer.^  Great  artist  as  he  was, 
however,  he  was  only  a  developer,  not  a  perfecter ; 
and  the  chief  reason  why  he  fell  short  of  the  highest 
excellence  seems  to  have  been  this,  that  he  sought  too 
constantly  to  base  his  rhythms  on  a  certain  type  of 
composite  period. 

With  Antiphon,*  as  we  saw,  the  structure  of  a 
period  was  still  a  matter  of  effort — admitting,  too, 
of  little  variety :  in  Lysias  ^  the  power  of  forming 
terse,  compact  periods  is  nearly  perfect,  and  is  com- 
bined with  skill  in  avoiding  monotony;  with  Iso- 
crates,  the  periodic  style  passes  into  an  altogether 
new  phase.  The  distinctive  mark  of  the  new  Iso- 
cratic  period  is  a  certain  luxuriant  amplitude.  In- 
stead  of  aiming  at  the  vigorous  compression  fittest 
for  real  contests,  it  rejoices  in  rich  diffuseness — it 
unrolls  itself  like  a  clear  river,  luring  the  hearer  on 
from  bend  to  bend  through  the  soft  beauties  of  its 
winding  course.^    Three  kinds  of  period  are  distin- 


^  The  artistic  use  of  the  paeon  in 
prose  is  dated  by  Aristotle  from 
Thrasymachus  {Kh,  in.  8).  Cp. 
Curtius,  Hist.  Or.  v.  168  (Ward). 

'  For  the  precept  of  Isocr.  in  his 
own  words,  see  the  fragment  of  his 
rix^tl  in  Sauppe  ii.  225 ; — 5Xws  ^  b 
\(rfo%  fi^  \&yos  fcTu  {mere  prose), 
^flpbv  ydp'  firiBi  ififierpos'  Kara^pay^i 
ydp'  AXXA  tufdxBui  Tfurrl  l^vOfiff  /idX- 
iffra  lafipiK(fi  ij  rpoxoit-icf,  Aristotle 
would  have  considered  this  recom- 
mendation of  the  iambus  or  trochee 
as  retrograde — ^Thrasymachus  haying 


brought  in  the  paeon.  In  Adv.  Soph. 
(xiii)  §  16  Isocr.  speaks  of  the  study 
needed  in  order  e^pjCrOfius  Kal  iiov- 
ffiKios  elirew, 

'  "  Isocr.  was  the  first  to  see  that 
in  prose  too  a  certain  measure  and 
rhythm  (modum  et  numerum)  must 
be  observed"  :  BnU.  §  82.  In  Orai, 
§  175  he  quotes  Thrasymachus  him- 
self to  the  same  effect. 

*  Vol.  I.  p.  84. 
«  ib,  p.  163. 

•  This  is  the  image  used  by 
Dionysius  (Dem,  c  4)  to  describe  the 


^i>  i  mt^mu    *i  vm 
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guished  by  Demetrius:  the  Rhetorical,  terse  and 
round ; — the  Conversational,  slack  and  simple ; — the 
Historical,  intermediate  between  these  two.^  Lysias, 
as  has  been  noticed,  uses  what  may  be  called  a  "  his- 
torical "  period  in  one  special  part  of  his  work — in 
narrative  parts  of  his  public  speeches.  Isocrates,  as  a 
rule,  uses  everywhere  the  historical  rather  than  the 
rhetorical  period^ — ^giving  to  it,  however,  a  certain 
long  and  stately  flow  which  is  his  own.  The  great 
fault  of  his  management  is  monotony.  Lysias  knew 
at  least  how  to  brace  or  relax  his  framework ;  Demo- 
sthenes was  a  master  of  structural  contrasts;  but, 
in  all  the  speeches  of  Isocrates,  except  the  forensic, 
one  long  and  finished  period  follows  another  with  /^ 
little  varietv  or  reliet  He  must  always  round  his 
sentence.®  Not  only  the  form  but  the  matter  often 
sufi<ers  for  this  artificial  uniformity.  A  thought  has 
sometimes  to  be  diff^usely,  and  therefore  weakly, 
expressed,  in  order  to  aflford  a  symmetry  of  clauses.* 
But  although  there  is  this  grave  fault  in  his  handling^ 
of  the  periodic  style,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 


inraytayiK^  replodoty  the  meandering 
period,  of  Isocrates.  Cf.  de  Isocr.  c 
12,  rb  k6k\iw  rwr  Tept6d(iw. 

1  Demetr.  T€pl  ipfiripeias  §  19. 
(Speng.  M.  Qr,  in.  265.)  He  illus- 
trates the  Rhetorical  Period  by  the 
opening  of  Dem.  adv,  Lept, ;  the 
Conyersational,  by  the  opening  of 
Plat  12^9.  ;  the  Historical,  by  the 
opening  of  Xen.  Amib, 

^  Dionys.  Denu  c.  18  notices  the 
period  of  Isocr.  as  being  rather  ''  like 
that  of  the  historians"  than  iva.ytSj»LOit 
fit  for  real  contests. 

^  Dionys.  de  eomp.  Verb,  c  19  ob- 
serves that  the  best  style  is  sometimes 


more,  sometimes  less,  periodic:  bat 
that  Isocr.  did  not  understand  snch 
variety :  cf.  his  Kplait  tQp  dpxoitop, 
c.  5.  This  wholly  periodic  style 
(with  no  alloy  of  elpofjivri)  is  essenti- 
ally epideictic :  cp.  Cic.  Or,  §  207, 
Volkmann,  p.  435. 

*  The  invariable  desire  for  a  period 
and  a  rhythm  drives  Isocr.  to  use 
irapairXfipiifMTa  Xi^uiv,  padding,  as 
Dionys.  says  {(de  Isocr.  c.  8).  The 
critic  illustrates  this  minutely  in  his 
analysis  of  De  Pace  §  42  (Dem,  c.  19). 
''These  drooping  folds  might  have 
been  pinned  up  more  neatly  " — roDro 
K€Ko\iruiUva  <r<piy^ai  fiaXKw  ivijp. 
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Isocrates  gave  a  really  important  development  to 
the  idea  of  the  period  itself.  Hitherto  it  had  been 
i^  too  cramped :  he  was  the  first  to  give  it  a  large  and 
free  expansion.  He  was  the  .first^  too,  who  showed 
how  the  ampler  period  might  be  worked  up  through  the 
series  of  clauses  and  members  to  an  artistic  climax.^ 
His  use  of         Next   to   this   general  characteristic,  luxuriance, 

Figuree.  .  ^  ... 

the  special  marks  of  the  periodic  style  in  Isocrates 
depend  on  his  use  of  figures.  In  order  to  see  just 
what  Isocrates  does  here,  it  will  be  a  help  to  keep 
in  mind  the  strict  distinction  between  a  "  trope  "  and 
"Trope"  a  *' figure*'  (whether  of  language  or  of  thought).  A 
/^Figure."  trop^  ifl  the  use  of  a  particular  word  in  other  than 
its  normal  sense — aa  **  fire  "  for  *'  zeal "  (metaphor)  or 
"steel"  for  "sword"  (synecdoche)  —to  take  two  of 
the  commonest  tropes.  A  "j^gure "  is  an  afiair  of 
whole  clauses  or  sentences.^  The  "  fi^irp.  of  Un- 
ffuage  "  is  a  combination  of  words  (each  of  which  may 
be  used^  in  its  normal  sense)  for  the  artificial  expres- 
sion of  an  idea  —  as  antithesis.  The  "figure  of 
- —  :; —  "H       -> 

tl^nght  '  depends  on  no  special  combination  of  words, 
but  on  an  assumed  attitude  of  the  speaker's  mind — 
as  ironv.  Now  Isocrates  rarely  uses  "  tropes  " — in- 
deed, his  avoidance  of  them  was  expressly  noticed 
as  a  cause  of  tameness  in  his  diction;*  nor — with 
one  exception  to  be  noted  presently — does  he  ofteix 
use  "  figures  of  thought."  But  he  uses  abundantly 
certain  "figures  of  language."  It  was  Gorgias  who 
first  brought  a  throng  of  the  "  figures  of  language  " 

1  Cp.    Miiller,    Hist.   Or.   LU.   c.  ix.  1  §  4. 
xzxTi.  (Donalds,  il.  164-5).  '  Dionys.  Dem.  c.   18  :    Hermog. 

*  See  Volkmann,  Die  Bhet,  der  Or,  wcpl  16.  a\  c.  12  (referred  to  aboTe). 
und  Earner,  pp.  892  f.     Cp.  Quint. 


'/^ 
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^into  Greek  Rhetoric.^  In  so  far  as  Isocrates  saw  Figures  or 
more  clearly  than  Gorgias  where  the  line  falls  between  °^"**^ 
prose-rhythm  and  verse-rhythm,  Isocrates  moderated 
the  Gorgian  use  of  these  figures.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  established  some  of  them  as  the  distinctive  orna- 
ments of  the  "  florid "  Rhetoric  by  developing  them 
artistically  within  certain  limits.  The  specially  Iso- 
cratic  figures  of  language  are  those  which  depend 
on  a  parallelism.  These  are  chiefly  three. ^  (1)  A 
parallelism  in  sense — AB.tithesis:  which  may  arise 
either  (i)  from  two  words  of  opposite  sense  used '  in 
the  expression  of  a  single  idea — *'let  the  rich  give  to 
the  'poor " ;  or  (ii)  from  the  contrast  of  two  ideas 
without  contrast  of  words  :  "  hg  did  them  good,  but 
they  took  away  his  good  name " ;  or  (iii)  from  the 
contrast  both  of  ideas  and  of  words — "he  did  them 
good,  but  they  did  him  evil."  (2)  A  parallelism  in 
form  and  size  merely  between  two  or  more  clauses  or 
sentences — Parisosis.  (3)  A  parallelism  of  sound — 
Paromoidsis :  when  the  latter  of  two  clauses  gives 
to  the  ear  an  echo  of  the  former,  either  in  its  opening 
or  at  its  close  or  throughout.^ 

The  idea  of  all  these  three  "  figures  "  is  the  same — 

^  Dionys.  Thvxi,  c.  24.  Quintilian  Panegyr,  p.  xiv. 
(IX.  8  §  2)  subdivides  the  **  figures  of  •  Hermogenes  has  an  excellent  re- 
language  "  as  (1)  grammatical— mere  mark  (repi  16,  a  c.  12,  Sp.  M.  Or,  ii. 
peculiarities  of  form  or  syntax,  331)  on  the  use  of  these  two  last 
with  no  rhetorical  purpose — e.g.  the  figures — irapUruo'is  and  TapofuUwnt^— 
schema  Pindaricum :  (2)  rhetorical —  by  Isocr.  and  Demosthenes  respect- 
where  a  certain  efiect  is  meant  to  be  ively.  Demosth.  has  rarely  a  direct 
wrought  by  the  combination.  Volk-  and  absolute  symmetry  or  consonance 
mann  (who  refers  the  distinction  of  clauses — Hermog.  says  he  remem- 
between  axfif^ra  X^^eo^s  and  dicofolat  bers  only  one  instance,  In  AndroL 
not  to  Caecilius  of  Calacte,  but  back  to  §  1.  {Elsewhere  Demosth.  disguises 
Theophrastus,  p.  392)  analyses  both  the irap((r(«Krtf  either  by ''cutting  it  in 
kinds  in  detail,  pp.  896-480.  two  " — inserting  a  clause  {iir€fifio\^) 

^  Cp.     Sandys     Ad    Dem.    and  between  the  two  balanced  clauses 
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that  idea  of  mechanical  balance  in  which  the  cravings 
for  symmetry  is  apt  to  take  refuge  when  it  is  not 
guided  by  a  really  flexible  instinct  or  by  a  spiritual 
sense  of  fitness  and  measure.  No  one  can  read^lso- 
crates  witjiiout  feeling., with  what  a  leadeo  weight  thig 
elaborately  wr^ugh^-  nminnAnt  1ip,q  ^y\  much  of  his 
work,  often  chilling  the  thought  ^pd  almost  crushing 
out  its. life. ^  But  a  distinction  must  be  noticed 
between  his  earlier  and  his  later  manner.  The  prac- 
BarUer       tical  life  of  Athcus  had  a  gradual  reflex  action  on  that 

and  later  ,    .  .  -»^  .  , 

manner  of  Sicilian  Rhctoric  which  had  been  drawn  into  its 
sphere ;  and  this  was  felt  even  by  Isocrates.^  In  the 
Philippus  and  still  more  plainly  in  the  Panathenaicus 
he  intimates  that  he  had  outlived  much  of  his  early 
taste  for  the  "figures  of  language?^     As  for  those 


Figures  of  vivid  rcflcctious  of  the  speaker  s  own  mood  which  are 

Thought, 

called  the  "figures  of  thought,"  they  belonged, 
generally,  to  a  later  and  more  animated  school ;  ^  the 
large  use  of  them  by  Andocides  being  precisely  one  of 
those  points  which  show  how  little  his  natural  faculty 


or  by  taking  care  that  the  clauses 
equal  in  length  shall  not  be  sym- 
metrical in  structure :  while  he  avoids 
the  direct  xapofiolwrn  by  shifting  one 
of  the  two  words  which  would  have 
jingled. 

^  Gellius  {N,  A.  xviir.  8)  quotes 
some  lines  from  Lucilius  in  which 
the  satirist  ridicules  those  **  tasteless 
persons  "  (apirocali)  who  wish  to  seem 
IsocratiCf  and  who  accordingly  over- 
load their  sentences  with  hfioioriXevra, 
irdpura  and  the  like.  Dionysius, 
greatly  as  he  admires  Isocr.,  repeatedly 
blames  his  "  puerile  "  or  "  vulgar  "  use 
of  the  Gorgian  figures.  He  instances 
Panegyr.  §§  71-81  {De  Isocr.  c.  14) : 
Trapez.  §§  9,  11  (especially — ib,  c. 


20) :  De  Pace,  §§  41-60  {Dem,  c. 
20).  Nothing,  he  says,  more  "para- 
lyses his  force,"  nothing  more  averts 
the  ear,  than  these  frigid  figures. 

*  This  is  well  marked  in  two 
passages:  (1)  Philip,  (v)  §  27,-346 
B.C.  ;  (2)  Panath.  §  2,-842  B.C.— 
where  he  says  that  he  has  quite  given 
up  attempting  "  antitheses  and  par- 
isdses  and  those  other  figures  which 
compel  applause."  Quintilian  ex- 
pressly recognises  the  two  phases : 
IX.  3  §  74.  Op.  Bauchenstein,  Introd, 
p.  12. 

'  See  above,  Vol.  i.  p.  97 :  cp. 
Yolkmann,  pp.  416  f.  The  great 
master  of  the  "figures  of  thought" 
was  Demosthenes :  Cic.  OrcU,  §  136. 
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had  been  tamed  to  the  technical  Rhetoric  of  his  day. 
Least  of  all  were  the  figures  of  thought  congenial  to 
the  smooth  and  tranquil  manner  of  Isocrates.     There 
is   perhaps   but   one   exception  :   he  is  fond  of  the^ 
rhetorical  question  in  concluding  an  argument.^ 


Before  we  leave  the  technical  traits  of  his  com-  Avoidance 
position,  one  striking  trait  remains  to  be  noticed  as       ^ 
the  special  cause  of  his  "  smoothness."     This  is  the  ' 
studious,  the  even  pedantic  care  with  which  he  avoids 
allowing  a  vowel  at  the  end  of  a  word  to  be  followed 
by  a  vowel  at  the  beginning  of  the  next.*    Dionysius 
says  that  he  had  gone   through  the  whole   of  the 
Areopctgiticus  without  finding  one  instance  of  such  a 
collision.^     The  artificialism  soon  makes  itself  felt; 
and,  as  one  critic  justly  says,  a  possible  music   of 
clashing  sounds  is  lost.*    In  this,  as  in  greater  things, 
Demosthenes  knew  how  to  hit  the  mean.*^ 


^  For  examples  of  this  ^/x^n^tf,  see 
Patu^yr,  (iv)  §§  121,  183 :  De  Pace 
(viii)  §§  11,  100,  105,  118  :  ParuUh. 
(xii)  §§  121  f.  Volkmann  (p.  424) 
notices  an  instance  of  the  figare  called 
dPTi<ppaffis  or  rapdXei^tf — when  the 
speaker  says  that  he  will  not  mention 
a  thing,  hat  does— }oined  with  h  jper- 
hole,  in  De  Pace  §§  66,  81. 

^  For  his  own  precept,  see  the  frag, 
of  his  T^x^v  (Sauppe  11. 226) — "vowels 
must  not  come  together"  {dei  rd 
(pufPifieyTa  /i^  o'v/iirfirT^cj'),  "for  the 
effect  is  lame,"  x^^^^''  7^  '^^  roi6vde. 
Benseler,  in  his  work  De  HicUu  in 
Oratoribus  AUicis  et  Histarieis  Oraecis, 
has  applied  this  test  to  the  whole 
extant  text  of  Isocrates  (Bk.  I.  Ch.  1). 

*  De  Camp,  Verb,  c.  23  (where  he 
analyses  §§  1-6).  Benseler  examines 
this  statement  (pp.  7-9).  Among 
the  more  striking  instances  of  hiatus 
in  our  text  of  the  Areopagiiicus  are 


{ffJMS  ye  (fiovTOf  §  67  : — Cxrre  otfre,  §  80. 

*  Demetrius  T€pl  ipfitivtlat  §  68 : 
who  adds,  in  §  72,  that  such  clashing, 
(rirfxpovaUf  suits  the  /iryaXoirpeii^t 
Xapcucnjp.  Dionysius  {Dein,  c.  4), 
Quintilian  (ix.  4  §  35)  and  Hermogenes 
{vcpl  18,  a*  c.  12)  agree  with  Demetrius 
in  thinking  the  solicitude  of  Iso- 
crates in  this  matter  excessiye :  while 
Plutarch,  with  a  somewhat  frigid  sar- 
casm, asks  how  Isocrates,  6  0oj3o(;/ievof 
(/natnjev  <fHovi^PTi  ffvyKpovffai — could 
help  shrinking  from  the  Macedonian 
phalanx  ?  {De  glor,  Athen,  c.  8,  Mor,  p. 
360  E. )  Ou  the  other  hand,  Longinus 
praises  him  for  avoiding  harsh  colloca- 
tions "  which  make  the  texture  of  the 
speech  rougher  and  do  not  slide  into 
the  ear,  but  offend  it,  while  they  also 
arrest  the  speaker's  breath"  (Wiet.  %  9, 
p.  660  in  Speng.  Bh,  Or.  i.  306). 

'  See  Schafer,  Demoath,  Vol.  iii. 
p.  317,  note  2. 
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Treatment  Passing  from  the  province  of  Expression  to  the 
matter^^  treatment  of  matter  with  its  two  departments  of 
Invention  and  Arrangement,  we  find  that  here  also 
Isocrates  has  his  distinctive  merits.  As  regards 
Invention.  Tnvpptinn — the  ^t  _c)f_  discovering  the  available  re- 
sources  of  a  theme^— Dionysius  pronounces  Isocrates 
equal  to  Lysias;^  Quintilian  praises  not  merely  his 
facility  but  his  eflfort  to  bring  out  the  higher  aspects 
of  his  subject.^  In  analysing  the  epideictic  branch 
of  Rhetoric,  Aristotle  notices  one  device  as  specially 
frequent  in  Isocrates — the  use  of  the  topic  of  com- 
parison for  the  purpose  of  magnifying  or  extolling^ 
(au^crt?).  The  Philippus  will  supply  an  instance  : — 
in  order  to  show  that  Philip  of  Macedon  could  easily 
conquer  Asia,  Isocrates  points  out  that  harder  things 
were  done  with  smaller  means  by  Alcibiades,  Conon, 
Dionysius  and  the  younger  Cyrus.*  The  author  of 
the  Essay  on  Sublimity  blames  Isocrates — and  rightly 
— for  a  too  constant  and  ostentatious  eflfort  to  heighten 
rhetorically  the  greatness  of  his  theme.*  This  eflfort 
is  akin  to  the  essentially  epideictic  spirit  of  all  his 
work,  the  spirit  which  is  always  tending  to  transform 
advice,  as  in  the  Payiegyriciis  and  Philippus,  or 
apology,   as   in  the  Antidosis   and  De   BigiSy  into 


encomium. 


6 


^  De  Isoer,  c.  4. 

*  X.  1  §  79,  in  invejitione  faeilis, 
Jumcsti  studiosus, 

'  Arist.  Jih.  I.  9.  **  If  one  has  no 
positive  merits  to  urge,  one  should 
give  the  man  relative  merit  by  com- 
paring him  with  others — as  Isocrates 
tised  to  dOf  owing  to  his  familiarity 
with  suit-pleading  "  (did  rV  awi/deiaif 


Tov  SiKoKoytiy — where  Spengel'sd^ruyi^- 
Beiop  is  surely  made  improbable  by 
the  general  sense,  by  the  testimony 
of  Dionys.  Isocr.  18,  and  by  the  con- 
temptuous word  ducoXaryfTp), 

*  Philip,  [v]  §§  58-67. 

"  irepl  Oxf/ovs  in  Speng.  Jlh,  Cfr,  I. 
p.  287. 

"  See  Dionys.  Bhet,  c  9,  §  12 : 
Volkmann,  p.  88. 
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In  Arrangement  Isocrates  is  very  clever.  He  4s  Airwig^^ 
generally  said  to  have  invented  the  fourfold  division 
of  the  speech — used,  however,  before  him  by  Lysias 
— with  ^roem,  narrative,  proof,  epilogue ;  ^  but  his 
distinctive  skill  lay  in  the  management  of  a  more 
complex  system.  According  to  Dionysius,  the 
arrangement  of  Isocrates  excels  that  of  Lysias  in  two 
main  points — in  fineness  of  subdivision  and  in  variety, 
— this  variety  arising  either  from  new  combinations 
within  the  subject  itself  or  from  the  introduction  of 
episodes  not  strictly  proper  to  it.^  The  use  of  the 
latter  is  illustrated  by  a  remark  of  Aristotle  in  regard 
to  the  opening  of  an  epideictic  speech.  Here,  he 
suggests,  the  speaker  may  take  a  hint  from  the  flute- 
player.  The  flute-player  preludes  with  anything  that 
he  can  play  effectively,  and  then  knits  this  on  to  the 
keynote  of  his  theme.  So  it  is,  says  Aristotle,  in  the 
proem  to  the  "  Helen  "  of  Isocrates  ;  the  Eristics  have 
nothing  to  do  with  Helen.  **  And  here,  even  if  the 
speaker  'pdss  into  a  foreign  region  {iKT07rl<rrf),  it  is 
better  than  that  the  speech  should  be  monotonous." 
The  "  episode  "  on  Agamemnon  in  the  Panathenaicus 
(§§  74-87)  is  a  good  instance. 

One  uniform  type  of  structure  may  be  recognised 
in  all  the  best  discourses  of  Isocrates.  There  is  a 
leading  idea — generally  some  large  proposition  abpijt 
the  affairs  of  Athens  or  of  Greece — ^which  is  worked  out 
on  the  principle  of  antithesis.  Every  contrast  which 
it  can  yield  is  developed :  but  through  all  divisions 

^  Vol.  I.  p.  176  note.  {ipSScifioi')  of  the  Helenae  Eiic<mi,ium 

'  De  Isoer.  c  4  Idlcui  fierapoXcus —  i8,  of  course,  Helen.     But  Isocr.  pre- 

^pois  ireiaodlois,  ludes  with  an  attack  on  the  Eristics 

Arist.  M,  III.  14.    The  keynote  (§§  1-131). 

VOL.  II  F 


66  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

^'  and  subdivisions  the  dominant  idea  is  kept  before  the 
mind  ;  and,  at  the  close,  the  simplicity  of  the  original 
proposition  emerges  from  these  intricate,  yet  never 
confused,  antitheses  in  the  simplicity  of  the  con- 
clusion. Take,  for  instance,  the  Panegyricus.  The 
leading  idea  is — A  Greek  war  with  Persia.  "  Greece  " 
is  dealt  with  in  Part  L,  *'  Persia  "  in  Part  II.  In  Part 
I.  Athens  is  contrasted  with  Sparta ;  the  services  of 
Athens  to  Greece  are  analysed  as  (l)  civil,  (2)  military 
— and  here,  as  in  wars  between  Greeks  or  in  wars 
between  Greek  and  barbarian.  Part  11.  shows  that 
(l)  Persia  is  open  to  attack,  while  (2)  Greece  has 
every  motive  for  attacking.  Then  the  conclusion  : — 
A  Greek  war  with  Persia  is  both  just  and  expedient. 
It  is  this  power  of  dealing  luminously  with  a  large  ^"^ 
array  of  facts  grouped  round  a  central  idea  which 
Hermogenes  praises  as  the  "  distinctness  "  of  Isocrates.^ 
Like  his  moral  bent  towards  subjects  of  practical 
moment  and  towards  permanence  of  literary  result, 
this  faculty  of  arrangement  set  an  example  useful 
beyond  the  sphere  of  Ehetoric.  It  helped  to  show 
the  historian  how  large  masses  of  material  might  be 
wrought  into  a  form  at  once  clear  and  interesting.  ^ 
isocrates  But  the  merits  of  Isocrates  whether  on  the  verbal 

^th*the  ^r  the  real  side  are  not  those  which  are  best  fitted  to 
^^j.^^  succeed  in  a  law-court  or  in  an  assembly.  It  is  true 
that,  as  Hermogenes*  says,  he  has  in  a  very  high 
degree  that  purity  of  diction  and  that  distinctness 
of  method  which  are  at  least  two  virtues  of  civil 
eloquence  :  it  is  true  that,  as  Dionysius  *  says,  lessons 

*  €^Kpiyeia :  Tepl  ISeQv  a'  c.  4,  Sp.  '  irepi  18,  ^  c,  U,  Sp.  II.  412. 

Jih,  Gfr,  II.  283.  *  J)e  Isocr,   c.  4 — where  ttoXitik^ 

^  Cartiu8|iri^.6^.v.p.  175  (Ward).      dt^a/uj  denotes  the  complete  faculty 
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may  be  learned  from  him  in  everything  that  goes  to 
form  the  complete  "faculty  of  citizenship."     Yet  his 


practi^l  rTiftt/irifi  ia  not  oratory.  It  is  for  the 
palaestra,  not  for  the  battle-field.^  It  has  not  the  - 
stamp  of  vip^orous  nature.  The  gpreat  speaker  in  real 
contests  holds  his  own  argument,  and  can  seize  that 
of  his  adversary,  with  an  iron  grasp ;  he  is  ^  ^ 
passioned  and  can  kindle  passion,  he  rn.T^  ftninif^.t^.  thft 
embodiment  of  his  thought  with  a  living  soul  which 
seems  to  come  to  it,  through  him,  from  a  present  and 
inspiring  power ;  the  artist  of  the  school — and  it  is 
as  such  that  Isocrates  most  often  appears — suflfers 
neither  keenness  of  controversy,  nor  feeling,  nor 
even  what  perhaps  is  most  divine  in  the  idea  which 
he  is  enforcing,  to  agitate  him  as  he  marshals  the 
slow  and  stately  pageant  of  an  eloquence  which 
moves  with  always  the  same  cold  brilliancy.  One  ^ 
LP  had  tried  the  experiment  of  declaiming  the  dis- 


courses of  Isocrates  says  that  ^e  had  foundThat  they 
w:^;;;ir^~b;ax  deUvery  with  raised  tones,  or  passion. 
or  gesture  :  Isocrates,  he  says,  has  dropped  his  voice 
to  the  key  in  which  a  slave  reads  aloud  to  his 
master.^  The  disappointed  reciter  is  too  severe ; 
but  that  such  compositions  should  be  better  suited 
for  reading  than  for  declaiming  is  natural ;  and  it  is 
worthy  of  notice  that  when  Isocrates  himself  com- 
plains  of  hiB  speeches  being  marred  by  bad  reading, 
the  two  points  of  which  he  deprecates  the  neglect 


of  being  a  citizen  as  distinguished  '      In  PhU,  [y]  §  26  he  complains  of 

from  the  power  of  civil  rhetoric.  one  who  reads  him  fiiidiv^Oos  iycfi- 

^  Quint.  X.  1  §  79.  /Aatv^/ievof :  in  Panath,  [xii]  §  17  of 

'  itfayvdxrrov  roiSdf  4>iairfpt^  Hier-  those  who  read  him  SiaipoCi^ref  oi9«c 

dnymusop.  Dionys.  laocr.  c.  13.  6p9Qs,  k,t,\. 
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are  both  consistent  with  a  subdued  manner — namely, 
attention  to  the  ethos  (general  moral  tone) — and 
attention  to  the  cadences  of  the  rhythm.  Dionysius 
has  been  at  pains  to  contrast  a  passage  of  the  De 
Pace  (§§  41-50)  with  a  passage  of  the  Third  Olyn- 
thiac  (§§  23-32) — the  contrast  coming  to  this,  that 
the  former  is  a  display  of  graces  and  the  latter  a 
stirring  summons  to  action.^  But  the  fact  is  that 
it  is  unmeaning  to  compare  Isocrates  and  Demo- 
sthenes at  all.  While  practical  oratory  was  parting 
more  and  more  distinctly  into  two  branches — the 
pure  Deliberative,  best  represented  probably  by  Cal- 
listratus,  the  Forensic,  by  Isaeus,  branches  of  which 
the  excellences  were  for  once  to  meet  in  Demo- 
Hisreai  sthcucs — Isocratcs  was  occupied  apart  from  both  in 
province.     (j^y^iQpiiig  ^  literary  rhetoric,  important,  certainly, 

in  its  influence  on  the  practical  oratory  of  a  later  day, 
Influence     but  of  Contemporary  significance  in  the  way  of  style 
on  contem-  cJiieJlt/  for  that  Rhctorical  school  of  history  in  which 
poranes.     EplioHis  and  Thcopompus  are  the  earliest  great  names. 
Chiefly — yet  not  solely.     In  so  far  as  merely  literarj'- 
lessons  have  to  be  learned  by  a  great  speaker,  Demo- 
sthenes learned  much  from  Isocrates  :  but  the  spirit  of 
Demosthenes  was  not  to  be  bound  to  any  rigid  out- 
ward law  of  euphony.*     In  the  epideictic  kind  we  can 
see  from  the  Funeral  Oration  of  Hypereides  just  the 
two    points    of    contact    between    Hypereides    and 
Isocrates — the  large  freedom  of  development,  and  the 
tone,   sincere   in   all    its   rhetorical    elevation,   of   a 
moralist  speaking  the  language  of  panegyric.^     But 

^  Dionys.  Dem,  cc.  17-22.  '  The  Isocratic  element  in  Hyper- 

-  Cp.  Curtius,  Ifist,  Gr,  v.  p.  228      eides  is  well  'estimated  by  Cartelier 
(Ward). 
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the  bc^lat  representative  of  Isocratea  in  his^  influence  on 
the  development  of  oratory  is  Cicero.  Cicero  was 
intellectually  stronger  than  Tflopratpa;  Iip.  \^\  ^faft 
power  for  real  contests — living  force  and  passion; 
and  the  greater  width  of  his  mental  horizon  was  not 
due  simply  to  the  age  in  which  he  lived.  But  as  a 
stylist  he  is  inferior  to  Isocrates,  The  idea  which 
Cicero  got  from  Isocrates  was  that  of  number.^  To 
this  Cicero  added  special  Isocratic  graces  with  more 
than  the  richness  but  with  less  than  the  elegance 
of  the  Greek  master.  Seldom,  perhaps,  has  an 
unconscious  criticism  on  self  told  the  truth  more 
neatly  than  does  the  phrase  of  Cicero  when  he  speaks 
of  having  used  "_aJl_  the  fragrant  essences  of  Isocrates 
and  all    thejAMle  storxs^  The 

brilliancy  of  Isocrates  had  come  to  Cicero  through 
the  school  of  Khodes.^ 


.1 


ItsQater 

inflbeiice. 

Cicero. 


(X«  Discours  cCL  sur  lui-miine^  p. 
Ixxviii) — who  observes  that  the 
younger  contemporaries  of  Isocr., 
generally,  must  have  owed  to  him 
in  no  small  degree  their  greater 
abundance  of  development  and  rich- 
ness  of  phrase  (p.  Ixxvi). 

^  See  especially  Dt  Orat,  iii.  44, 
§  173.  The  sweetness  which  he  else- 
where praises  {De  Oral,  iii.  8,  §  28) 
as  distinguishing  this  ''father  of 
eloquence"  {ib,  ii.  3,  §  10)  means 
chiefly  that  same  smooth,  harmonious 
rhythm.  So  Qumtx.  1  §  108  says 
that  Cicero  had  ''artistically  repro- 
duced {i^'(iir**^^}  ^^f^  fnrfiA  nf  tLamn, 

sthenesj..  the.  wealth  of  >  Plato,  the- 
cKarm  of  Isocrates." . 

^  Ad  Ail,  II.  1,  totum  Isoeratia 
fivpoSrfJKiw  cUque  omnes  eius  discipu- 
lorum  areulas, 

'  In  concluding  this  review  of 
Isocr.  under  the  technical  aspects  of 
his  style,  it  may  be  worth  while  to 


quote,  for  those  who  care  to  look  at 
it,  the  criticism  of  Hermogenes  {irepL 
IS.  ^  c.  11,  Sp.  M.  Or.  II.  412)-a 
masterpiece  (as  usual  with  him)  of 
compression,  in  which  almost  every 
word  is  pregnant — or  rather  over- 
loaded— with  technical  meaning.  I 
have  tried  to  make  this  version  do 
the  work  of  a  glossary  : — 

"  As  regards  purity  of  language  and 
perspicuity  of  arrangement  —  those 
characteristics  which  make  a  speech 
luminous — Isocrates  is  the  greatest 
master  of  civil  eloquence  ;  but  want 
of  moral  charm  and  of  a  natural 
simplicity  lessen  his  power  of  per- 
suading. In  finish,  however,  and  in 
ornament,  he  excels ;  nor  is  he  less 
distinguished  by  elevation,  save  that 
his  vehemence  and  his  asperity — if 
indeed  he  can  be  said  ever  to  employ 
these — are  deprived  of  nervous  force 
by  his  elegance.  In  toords  he  is  not 
very  diffuse;   but  in  developing  a 
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Influence  It  was  inevitable  that  when  such   a  manner  as 

on  the  that  of  Isocrates  was  developed  and  became  widely 
Language,  popular  it  should  havc  a  certain  reflex  action  on  the 
language ;  and  the  nature  of  this  action  was  deter- 
mined by  the  fact  that  Isocrates  had  the  Greek 
impulses  in  art  without  the  sureness  or  fineness 
of  the  best  Greek  instinct.  The  invariable  desire 
of  rounding  periods  led  to  periphrasis,  the  craving 
for  antitheses  to  a  bold  use  of  synonyms.  Hence 
came  a  certain  loss  of  that  strict  yet  always  graceful 
precision  which  had  marked  the  best  Attic,  when 
the  accurate  expression  of  a  clearly  defined  thought 
was  the  first  thing,  and  the  light  which  played  over 
the  words  came  through  the  eyes  of  the  thought. 
That  language  which  had  been  as  a  perfect  human 
body  to  a  vivid  soul  began  in  these  later  days  to 
be  more  like  a  dress  fitting  loosely  to  a  form  still 
fair  and  stately ;  a  dress  which  Oriental  taste 
gradually  changed  into  a  flowing  robe,  with  always 
ampler  folds  and  heavier  embroideries  as  there 
was  less  and  less  of  natural  vigour  or  comeliness 
beneath. 

Yet,  if  Isocrates  does  not  give  the  intimate  Attic 

thought  he  amplifies  to  the  uttermost  pare  (e.g.)  the  opening  of  the  Fourth 

Of  fiery  earnestness  he  has  not  a  trace.  Speech  Against  Philip"  [our  First 

Further — though  the  criticism  may  Philippic]  "with  the  opening  of  the 

seem  harsh — he  is  characterised  by  a  Archidamus.     The  proposition  is  the 

certain  languor  and  slackness,  as  well  same  in  both  places — viz.  that  young 

as  by  a  pervading  elderly  sententious-  men  ought  to  be  heard  even  though 

ness.     Just  because  he  is  naturally  they  rise  before  their  elders  —  but 

poor  in  spontaneous  impulse  he  is  Isocrates    has    made    it  a    distinct 

over-industrious  in  artifice,  as  if  bent  thesis,  and  has  demonstrated  it  at 

on  the  display  of  ingenuity — often  for  full  length  ;  while  Demosthenes  has 

no  practical  purpose.    This  may  be  been  content  to  support  it  by  a  single 

seen  from  cases  of  contrast  between  observation.     At  the  same  time  the 

the  treatment  of  an  argument  by  power   of   exposition    possessed    by 

Isocrates  and  by  Demosthenes.    Com-  Isocrates  is  by  no  means  slight." 
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charm,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  a  Greek  could 
still  distinguish  him  from  Lysias  by  saying  that 
Lysias  was  to  Calamis  and  Callimachus  what  Iso- 
crates  was  to  Polycleitus  and  Pheidias :  ^  his  beauty 
and  his  majesty  are  genuinely  Greek ;  and,  until  the 
sense  of  these  is  wholly  lost,  Isocrates  must  always 
take  rank  as  one  of  the  great  masters  of  expression. 
Tie  growing  divergencf  of  the  modem  idL  ftom 
his  has  already,  perhaps,  narrowed  the  modem 
faculty  of  appreciating  him;  but  most  readers  can 
still  admire  his  power  of  feeling,  and  of  honouring, 
what  is  admirable.     A  French  scholar  has  observed  Modem   ^ 

*■     ^      — ^— — —  '  analogue 

that,  in  regard  to  expression,  the  erave  oratory  of  forhis' 

O  , .       XT.  ^.— »^ .  '  O •'  oratorv 

the  preacher  alone  preserves  for  the  mo3ern^6rTd"an  that  of  the 
image  ot  tnat  m  wEich  Tsocrates  excelled ;  and  has  at  ^ "  ^* ' 
the  same  time  rendered  to  Isocrates  a  tribute  as  high, 
perhaps,  as  the  modem  world  could  oflFer,  in  bring- 
ing proof  that  Isocrates  had  some  share  in  forming 
whatever  owed  its  virtue  to  form  in  the  eloquence  of 
Bossuet.^ 

Isocrates  cannot  be  represeati^d  by  extracts ;  the 
structure  and  the  total  eflFect  are  especially  important 
for  him  just  because  he  is  specially  an  artist.  But 
three  passages  may^  be  taken^  M.  JShpwing^  the  bent 
rather  than  the  compass  of  his  art : — the  contrasi 
in  the  AreopcLgitumSj  between  the  social  lives^. thg 
old^and  of  the_^new  denapcracy;  the  eulo^.  in  the 
PanegyricuSy  of  the  first  Athenian  empire ;  and  the 
passage  on  beauty  in  the  Helen. 

'  Dionys.  Isocr,  c.  3.  three  Greeks  to  whom  Bossuet  ac- 

^  Cartelier,  Le  Discoura  6! I.  sur  knowledges  a  deht  in  the  matter  of 

lui'inime,  p.    Ixxxvi.      Plato,  De-  style.  ; 

mosthenes    and    Isocrates    are    the  y 
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In  the  Arecypagiticus  he  is  contrasting  the  social 
Athens  of  500  B.c.  with  that  of  355  B.c. — 
Areop.[vii]        *'  Under  the  supervision  of  that  Council,  the  city 

""  61-54.  ... 

was  not  distracted  with  lawsuits  and  grievances  and 
taxes  and  penury  and  wars ;  people  lived  on  good 
terms  with  their  neighbours  and  peaceably  with  all 
men.  Athenians  were  the  trust  of  Greece  and  the 
terror  of  barbarians ;  they  had  saved  their  country, 
and  had  so  punished  the  enemy  that  he  was  glad 
enough  to  be  let  alone.  And  so,  thanks  to  this,  they 
lived  in  such  security  that  the  houses  and  establish- 
ments in  the  country  were  handsomer  and  richer  than 
those  within  the  wall, — many  citizens  never  coming 
to  town  even  for  the  festivals,  but  preferring  their 
own  snug  homes  to  a  share  in  the  bounty  of  the  State. 
The  public  spectacles,  for  which  they  might  have 
come,  were  managed  sensibly,  and  not  with  an  inso- 
lent profusion.  People  did  not  measure  happiness 
by  shows,  or  by  rivalries  in  the  equipment  of  a 
chorus,  or  by  the  like  forms  of  pretentiousness,  but 
by  soberness  of  life,  by  everyday  comfort,  by  the 
absence  of  destitution  among  citizens.  These  are 
the  tests  of  a  real  prosperity  as  distinguished  from 
a  policy  of  low  makeshifts.  Is  there  any  sane  man 
who  can  help  being  stung  by  what  goes  on  now- 
adays— when  he  sees  numbers  of  citizens  actually 
drawing  lots  for  daily  bread  before  the  law-courts, 
yet  condescending  to  feed  any  Greeks  who  will  row 
their  ships  for  them, — coming  on  the  stage  in  golden 
apparel,  and  passing  the  winter  in  garments  of  which 
the  less  said  the  better — with  the  rest  of  those  economi- 
cal contrasts  which  redound  to  the  infamy  of  Athens  ? " 
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In  the  Panegyrictis  the  first  Athenian  empire  is 
used  as  an  argument  for  making  Athens  equal  leader 
with  Sparta  in  a  war  against  Asia.  An  implied  con- 
trast with  the  Spartan  influence  from  405  to  380 
B.C.  runs  through  the  whole : — 

"  All,  I  think,  would  expect  that  State  to  be  Panegyr. 
the  best  president  of  Greece  under  whose  former  106. 
rule  those  who  accepted  it  were,  as  a  fact,  happiest. 
Now  it  will  be  found  that  under  our  leadership 
private  households  throve  best,  and  cities  too  be- 
came greatest.  We  were  not  jealous  of  the  growing 
States ;  we  did  not  sow  the  seeds  of  strife  by  setting 
up  in  them  a  government  adverse  to  their  own,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  divided  by  faction  and 
that  both  factions  might  pay  court  to  us;  rather, 
holding  the  concord  of  our  allies  to  be  a  common 
good,  we  governed  all  the  cities  by  the  same  laws, 
debating  their  affairs  in  the  federal  spirit,  not  in  a 
spirit  of  absolutism ;  watching  over  the  interests  of 
the  whole  league,  but  leaving  every  member  of  it 
free, — helping  the  commons  and  warring  against  des- 
potisms,— thinking  it  a  shame  that  the  many  should 
be  under  the  few,  that  men  worse  than  their  fellows 
in  nothing  but  fortune  should  be  scouted  for  office, 
ay,  and  that,  when  Greece  is  the  mother  of  us  all, 
some  Greeks  should  be  tyrants  while  others  are 
barely  residents  on  sufferance,  and  that  a  jfranchise 
bestowed  by  nature  should  be  cancelled  by  law. 
Finding  these  vices,  and  more  than  these,  in  Oli- 
garchy, we  gave  to  our  allies  the  same  form  of 
government  under  which  we  lived  ourselves — one 
which  I  see  no  need  to  praise  at  much  length  when 
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it  can  be  described  so  shortly.  Under  that  govern- 
ment the  allies  lived  for  seventy  years  unvexed 
by  tyrants,  independent  of  barbarians,  at  unity 
among  themselves,  at  peace  with  all  the  world." 

In  the  Helen  it  is  interesting  to  mark  both 
the  likeness  and  the  deep  unlikeness  to  a  Platonic 
strain : — 
Helen.  Eii-  '*  They  had  reason  for  their  choice,  and  I  for  the 
§§'5'4-58.  greatness  of  these  praises ;  for  she  was  gifted  above 
all  others  with  Beauty,  the  first  of  all  things  in 
majesty  and  honour  and  divineness.  It  is  easy  to 
see  its  power;  there  are  many  things  which  have 
no  share  of  Courage,  or  Wisdom,  or  Justice,  which  yet 
will  be  found  honoured  above  things  which  have 
each  of  these  ;  but  nothing  which  is  devoid  of  Beauty 
is  prized ;  all  things  are  scorned  which  have  not 
been  given  their  part  of  that  attribute ;  the  admira- 
tion for  Virtue  itself  comes  to  this,  that  of  all  mani- 
festations of  life  Virtue  is  the  most  beautiful.  The 
supremacy  of  Beauty  over  all  other  things  can  be 
seen  from  our  own  dispositions  towards  it  and  them. 
Other  things  we  seek  merely  to  attain,  as  we  may 
have  need  of  them ;  we  have  no  further  affection  of 
the  mind  about  them;  but  beautiful  things  inspire 
us  with  love — love,  which  is  as  much  stronger  than 
wish  as  its  object  is  better.  We  are  jealous  of  those 
who  excel  in  ability  or  anything  else,  unless  they 
conciliate  us  by  daily  benefits  and  constrain  us  to 
feel  kindly  towards  them :  but  the  beautiful  inspire 
us  with  goodwill  at  first  sight ;  to  them  alone,  as 
to  the  gods,  we  are  never  tired  of  doing  homage, 
delighting  to  be  their  slaves  rather  than  to  be  rulers 
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of  others,  and  feeling  more  gratitude  to  those  of 
them  who  set  us  many  tasks  than  to  those  who  lay 
no  commands  upon  us.  We  reproach  the  subjects 
of  any  other  despotism  with  the  name  of  flatterers ; 
but  we  see  only  a  clear-eyed  and  noble  zeal  in  the 
lieges  of  Beauty.  Care  for  that  gift  is  to  us  so  per- 
fectly a  religion  that  we  hold  the  profaners  of  it  in 
themselves  more  dishonoured  than  sinners  against 
others,  but  honour  for  all  time,  and  as  benefactors 
to  the  State,  those  who  have  guarded  the  glory  of 
their  own  youth  in  the  chasteness  of  an  inviolable 
shrine." 


CHAPTER  XV 


ISOCRATES 


WORKS 
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Principle  of  Classification — Scholastic  Writings 

Twenty-one  Speeches  or  Discourses,  and  nine  Letters, 
are  extant  under  the  name  of  Isocrates.  All  these 
are  probably  genuine.^  Nor  is  any  lost  work,  except 
the  "  Art  of  Rhetoric,"  known  from  a  definite  cita- 
tion.^ Suidas  speaks  of  thirty-two  discourses.^  In 
the  Plutarchic  Life,  the  number  given  is  sixty, — of 
which  only  twenty -eight  were  allowed  as  genuine 
by   Caecilius  and   only  twenty- five   by   Dionysius.* 


^  As  to  the  questions  raised  in 
the  cases  of  Or.  xvii,  xviii,  xxi, 
see  below. 

^  These,  indeed,  have  been  sup- 
posed to  be  lost : — (1)  An  ^irird^toj 
Vp6\\ov  [Gryllos,  Xenophon's  son] 
was  written,  according  to  Hermip- 
pus  ap.  Diog.  L.  II.  55,  by  Isocra- 
tes ;  bat  this  probably  refers  to  Iso- 
crates of  Apollonia :  see  Sauppe 
0.  A,  II.  227.  The  same  explana- 
tion applies  to  the  case  of  (2)  a 
MavctHKov  iyKib^uov  ascribed  to  our 
Isocrates  in  the  Plntarchic  Life, 
which  Jerome  Wolf  follows  (p.  684, 
ed.  of  1570).  Suidas  expressly 
ascribes  this  iyK^puoy  to  the  Apol- 


loniate.  (3)  From  Arist.  Hh,  ii. 
19  it  has  been  quite  needlessly  as- 
sumed—  as  by  Benseler  de  HiatUj 
p.  56 — that  there  was  a  \^os  Tpbs 
Eii$wo¥  distinct  from  the  extant 
Tpbt  EdOOvow  [Or.  xxi].  But  see 
Sauppe  0,  A,  ii.  227.  (4)  From 
the  Fhilippus  [Or.  iv]  §  81,  Wolf, 
1.  c.,  assumes  a  lost  ''oratio  ad  Dio- 
nysium."  But  the  allusion  —  even 
if  it  does  not  refer  to  the  first  of 
the  extant  epistles  —  evidently  does 
not  warrant  any  definite  inference. 
As  regards  the  "Art  of  Rhetoric," 
see  below. 

'  S.V.  *lffoKpdnis, 

*  [Plut.]  FU.  Isocr.  §  20. 
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Photius  knew  only  twenty-one.^  Dionysius,  the 
strictest,  may  be  taken  as  also  the  best  canon.  If 
it  may  be  assumed  that  his  collection  included  ours, 
we  have  all  but  four  of  those  compositions  which 
he  thought  genuine. 

The  text  of  our  collection   is  tolerably  perfect.  Text 
The  only  gaps  of  any  importance  are  at  the  end  of 
Oration  xiii.  (Against  the  Sophists) ;  at  the  beginning 
of  Oration  xvi.  ("  De  Bigis ") ;  and  probably  at  the 
end  of  Letters  i.  vi.  and  ix.^ 

The  writings  of  Isocrates  are  arranged  diflFerently  je,t>me 
in   different  MSS.^      The   order    followed    in   most  ciMsiSca- 
modem  editions  is  not  that  of  any  one  manuscript,  '^"°- 
but  that  which  was  adopted,  for  the  sake  of  con- 
venience, by  Jerome  Wolf.^     His  arrangement  aims 
at  a  fourfold  distribution  : — 

1.  Hoxiaiory.  -  -  VIII.  On  the  Peace. 
I.  To  Demonicus.  3.  Upidcictic, 

II.  To  Nicocles.  IX.  Evagoraa 
III.  Nicocles.  X.  Encomium  of  Helen. 

2.  B^l'iherative.  XI.   Busiris. 
--^Y,  Panegyricus.  XII.  Panathenaicus. 

yY.  Philippus.  -vXIIL  Against  the  Sophists. 

VI.  Archidamus.  4.  Forensic. 

^^VII.  Aieopagiticus.  XIV.  Plataicus.^ 

^  Phot.  cod.  159,  oOtu  tikv  Kal  to-  ment  in  the  Urbino  MS.,  and  in  six 

ao^Tovs   iyvuficv  'la-oKpdrovs  \6yovs,  other  manascripts,  is  given  by  Baiter 

fya    Kol    ctKOffuf    tvrat.      In    260, —  and  Sanppe  Or,  Alt.  YoL  i,  preface 

<f>ipovraLL  bk  airrov  rbv  dpiSfibv  ^  (60),  to  the  Text  of  Isocrates,  p.  iv. 
etc. — The   statement   is    simply    a  *  For  Wolfs  own  account  of  this 

transcription  from  thePlatarchic  Life.  classification,  see  p.  684  of  his  edition 

*  In  the  case  of  each  of  the  three  of  1670. 
Letters,  another  explanation  is  pos-  °  The  Plataicns  is  an  appeal  to  the 

sible — that  they  are  merely  prefaces,  Athenian  ecclesia.     Wolf  gives  its 

TpoTtfiTTiKd,  to  essays  or  pamphlets  forensic  vehemence  of  tone  as  his 

sent  along  with  them  or  after  them.  reason — a  strange  reason — for  classing 

^  A  table  showing   the  arrange-  it  as  forensic. 
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Objections 
to  it. 


Another 
classifica- 
tion. 


XV.  Antidosis.  XVIII.  Against  Callimachus. 

XVI.  For  Alcibiades  (Trepl  XIX  Aegineticus. 

Tov  ^€vyov^).  XX.  Against  Lochite^. 

XVII.  Trapeziticus.  XXI.  Against  Euthynus.^ 

The  principle  of  this  classification  seems  hardly 
the  best.  ** Deliberative"  has  to  be  strained  in 
various  directions  in  order  to  include  the  Panegy- 
ricus^  the  PhUippuSy  the  Areopagiticus.  "Epideictic  " 
applies  ill  to  the  essay  Against  the  Sophists.  The 
AntidosiSy  though  thrown  for  literary  purposes  into 
the  form  of  a  defence  in  court,  cannot  properly  be 
called  "forensic." 

Setting  the  six  real  Forensic  Speeches  apart,  the 
other  writings  of  Isocrates  ought  to  be  classified,  not 
according  to  accident  of  form,  but  by  subject-matter. 
They  may  be  considered  as  I.  Scholastic,  II.  Political 
The  whole  list  will  then  stand  thus  :— 

A.  Scholastic  Writings. 

I.  Hortatory  Letters  or  Essays. 

"^  1.  To  Demonicus.     [Or.  i.] 
-'    2.  To  Nicocles.     [Or.  ii.] 
3.  Nicocles.     [Or.  iii.] 


^  With  this  classification  according 
to  form,  it  is  worth  while  to  compare 
that  of  Photios  (cod.  159) : — I,  avfi- 
povkcvTiKoli  To  Demonicus,  To  Ni- 
codes,  Nicocles,  On  the  Peace,  Pane- 
gyricus,  Areopagiticus,  Plataicus, 
Arehidamus,  Philippus.  II.  iyKtitfua: 
Busiris,  Helen,  Evagoras,  Panathe- 
naicus.  III.  iiKaviKol:  Antidosis 
(diKOjfiKds  Tis  chai  doKci),  and  then  the 
real  Forensic  Speeches,  omitting,  no 
doaht  by  an  oversight,  the  irtpl  rod 
^et^Tovs, — ^which  is  wanted  to  make 


Qp  the  21.  The  icard  rdv  cwjHarCov 
is  characterised  merely  as  Karriyopla 
tQv  dyriToXiTcvofihuv  airrifi  <ro<f>i<rTQv. 
A  stricter  classification  according 
to  form  would  be  : — I.  Deliberative  : 
Philippus,  Arehidamus,  Plataicus^ 
Areopagiticus,  On  the  Peace:  II. 
Forensic :  Or.  xvi.-xxi. :  III.  Epi- 
deictic  :  Evagoras,  Panegyricus,  Pan- 
athenaicus,  Busiris,  Helen,  Against 
the  Sophists,  Antidosis:  IV.  Horta- 
tory: To  Demonicus,  To  Nicocles, 
Nicocles. 
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II.  Displays. 

1.  Busiris.     [Or.  xi.] 

2.  Encomium  on  Helen.     [Or.  x.] 

3.  Evagoras.     [Or.  ix.] 

4.  Panathenaicus.     [Or.  xii.] 

III.  Essays  on  Education. 

1.  Against  the  Sophists.     [Or.  xiii.] 

2.  Antidosis.     [Or.  xv.] 

B.  Political  Writings. 

I.  On  ilie  relations  of  Greece  with  Persia, 

^    1.  Panegyricus.     [Or.  iv.] 
-    2.  Philippus.     [Or.  v.] 

II.  On  the  internal  affair's  of  Greece. 

1.  Plataicus.     [Or.  xiv.] 

2.  On  the  Peace.     [Or.  viii.] 

3.  Archidamus.     [Or.  vi.] 

4.  Areopagiticus.     [Or.  vii.]  ^ 

C.  Forensic  Speeches. 

I.  Actimi  for  Assault  (BUr)  uIkUl^). 

Against  Lochites.     [Or.  xx.] 

II.  Claim  to  an  Inheritance  {(hnSiKaala). 

Aegineticus.     [Or.  xix.] 


1  Bonseler  (German  Translation  of 
Isocrates,  YoL  i,  Life,  p.  16)  thus 
arranges  the  speeches  according  to 
subject  -  matter :  —  I.  Relating  to 
War  with  Persia :  PanegyrictUy 
Philippus.  II.  Relating  to  internal 
feuds  of  Greece:  Plataicus,  Archi- 
damus, On  the  Peace.  III.  Con- 
cemiDg  Athens  and  her  Constitu- 
tion :  Areopa^gilicus  Panathenaicus. 
lY.  Cyprian  Discourses:  Evagoras, 


To  Nicocles,  Nieodes,  To  Demonicus. 
Y.  Writings  against  the  Sophists: 
Against  the  Sophists,  Busiris,  Eden, 
YI.  An  Apology  for  his  Life:  An- 
tidosis. YII.  Forensic  Speeches 
soon  after  the  time  of  the  Thirty : 
Against  Callimaehus,  Against  Lo- 
chites, Against  EuihynvA,  YII  I. 
Three  other  Forensic  Speeches: — 
Aegiruticus,  On  the  Yoke  qf  Horses, 
T^apezitieus 
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III.  Action  to  recover  a  Deposit  (hUri  irapaKara- 

1.  Against  Euthynus.     [Or.  xxi.] 

2.  Trapeziticus.     [Or.  xvii.] 

IV.  Action  for  Damage  {hUri  fikdfii]^).. 
On  the  Yoke  of  Horses.     [Or.  xvi.] 

V.  Special  Plea  (irapa/ipa4>ri). 

Against  Callimachus.     [Or.  xviii.] 

D.  Letters. — Fragments. 


I.  1.  To 
Demonicus. 


Date. 


SCHOLASTIC  WORKS 

I.  Hortatory  Letters  or  Essays 

1.  To  Demonicus  [Or.  i.] — The  person  to  whom 
this  Letter  of  Advice  is  addressed  is  known  only 
from  the  Letter  itself.  Demonicus  lived  in  a  monar- 
chical State  (§  36),  which  may  have  been  Cyprus.^ 
He  was  still  a  youth  (§  44) ;  rich,  and  of  distinguished 
(§  49),  though  not  of  royal  (§  36)  birth."  His  father, 
Hipponicus,  lately  dead  (§  2),  must  have  been  in  some 
way  a  well-known  man  (§  11). 

The  date  at  which  the  Letter  was  written  cannot 
be  determined ;  but  it  may  be  assigned  conjecturally 
to  about  the  same  time  as  the  two  other  Hortatory 
Discourses — the  Letter  to  Nicocles  and  the  Nicocles  ^ 
—374-372  B.C. 


^  The  author  of  the  Greek  argu- 
ment says : — ^IvirliiinKhii  rit,  w?  Ix^t 
6  voKin  Xdyos,  KiJwpios  iikv  ^  rf 
7^«,  *I<roKpdrous  di  ^(Xof  toO  aO' 
^ffTov.  The  \6yoi  was  founded 
prohably  on  the  fact  that  three 
other  treatises  of  Isocrates  were  con- 
nected with  Cyprus. 

'  Referring  to  §  36,  Mr.  Sandys 


{Ad  Dem,  and  Panegyr,  p.  xxxL) 
observes  that  it  disproves  the  state- 
ment of  Tzeztes  that  Demonicus  was 
son  of  Evagoras  king  of  Cyprus  ; 
and  the  statement  of  Porphyrogeni- 
tus  that  Demonicus  himself  ruled 
the  island. 

'  I  have  given  my  reasons  above 
(Life  of  IsocT, )  for  believing  that  his 
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The  Letter  consists  of  three  parts  :  I.  Introduction,  Ajiaiyrfa. 
§§1-12:  II.  Precepts, §§  13-43:  III.  Epilogue,§§ 44-52. 

I.  There  is  no  greater  difference  between  good  and  bad 
men  {airovhaloL — ^avkoi)  than  in  the  durability  of  their 
friendships.  Isocrates  wishes  to  testify  his  friendship  to 
Demonicus,  and  his  regard  for  the  young  man's  late  father 
Hipponicus  (^  1-2).  He  does  not  intend  this  letter  to  be 
a  mere  stimulus  to  intellectual  exertion  {irapaKkriais:)  but 
an  exhortation  to  moral  excellence  (irapalveai^  ^  4,  5). 

II.  The  following  are  the  principal  heads  imder  which 
the  precepts  in  ^  13-43  may  be  brought : — 

1.  Duty  tankards  the  gods  ;  §  13. 

2.  IhUy  towards  men;  prescribed  generally  as  the 
obligation  to  be  just  (§§  38,  39)  and  true  (^  22,  23);  and 
specially  in  three  chief  relations,  (a)  as  towards  the  State, 
^  16,  37  :  cf  §  36:  (ft)  as  towards  parents,  §  14:  (c)  as 
towards  friends,  g  24-27,  33 :  cf.  §  30. 

3.  IhUy  of  regvlating  personal  character,  in  respect  (a) 
to  the  use  of  wealth,  g  27,  28,  and  of  pleasures,  g  17,  32 
(6)  to  the  exercise  of  body  and  mind,  §  40  ;  and  particularly 
to  the  acquisition  of  knowledge,  g  18, 19  ;  (c)  to  demeanour 
in  society,  S  15,  41,  42,  31. 

III.  Many  of  the  rules  just  given  will  not  suit  the 
present  age  of  Demonicus ;  but  by  and  by  he  will  need  them, 
and  this  letter  will  then  serve  him  as  a  storehouse  (rafjuelov) 
of  advice  (§  44).  The  reward  of  Heracles  and  the  doom  of 
Tantalus  are  warnings  to  strive  after  real  nobleness  (rfj^ 
tcoKoKa^aOla^) ;  and,  in  so  striving,  we  must  seek  help  from 

stay  at  Chios  was  from  the  autumn  OapaoKim,  though  Ionic,  is,  as  Mr. 

of  404  to  the  autumn  of  403  B.O.    Mr.  Sandys  obsenres,  early  Attic  too ;  and 

Sandys,  inclining  to  Sauppe's  view  in  Antid.  §  121,  two  goodMSS.  (UHf, 

that  Isocrates  was  at  Chios  from  893  and   Vat)  read  Oapirfyrwffi  {Introd, 

to  about  388  B.O.,  ascribes  to  the  local  xxxiv).     If,  again,  eldi/jau  is  more 

Ionic  influence  (cf.  Herod.  1. 142)  cer-  Ionic  than  Attic,  it  is  at  any  rate 

tain  forms  which  occur  in  the  Ad  De»  used  by  Aristotle  (Magn,  Mor,  i.  i. 

moMcwm:    viz.       6apaa\4un    (§    7),  8,18.     Sandys,  note  to  §  16). 
ffw€i8i/fff€it  (§  16).     Now  the  form 
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Genuine- 
ness of  the 
Letter 
needlessly 
doubted. 


Its  general 
stamp. 


every  quarter.     "  For  hardly,  by  this  care,  may  we  master 
the  failings  of  our  nature  "  (g  51-52). 

The  authenticity  of  a  treatise  remarkably  charac- 
teristic of  its  author  has,  with  singular  perversity, 
been  questioned  both  in  ancient  and  in  modern  times. 
"  Feebleness  of  diction  "  ^  is  the  trait  which  the  writer 
of  the  Greek  argument  mentions  as  having  been  found 
suspicious  in  this  and  like  compositions  of  Isocrates. 
Alleged  peculiarities  or  solecisms  in  language,  dialect 
or  grammar, — ^the  occurrence,  in  a  few  instances,  of 
hiatus, — and  defective  arrangement  of  subject-matter, 
are  the  tokens  of  spuriousness  which  the  most  recent 
and  most  careful  sceptic^  has  discovered.  It  is 
needless,  here,  to  examine  these  objections  in  detail. 
It  is  enough  to  say  that,  even  if  they  could  all  be 
proved,  they  would  be  decisively  outweighed  by  the 
thoroughly  Isocratic  stamp  of  the  treatise  as  a  whole, 
in  language,  in  structure,  in  spirit.  As  to  external 
testimony,  Dionysius  *  and  Hermogenes  *  are  affirma- 
tive witnesses ;  in  Harpocration  ^  two  passages  cancel 
each  other. 

The  distinguishing  mark  of  the  Ad  Demonicum, 
viewed  as  a  treatise  on  morals,  is  a  combination  of 


^  fypa^e  iroXXoi&f  \6yovt,  &p  cUrlv 
al  Tap€uvia€ii,  cl  koI  tipcs  iJj8oi/X^ 
Sffffcw  a^&f  ti^  cZvcu  airrov  did  t6 
dff6€yis  TTJt  <f>pdffc(ai,  Auct  Arg. 
ad  inil.  As  Mr.  Sandys  shows,  in 
his  first  note  on  the  Argument,  its 
date  cannot  be  earlier  than  the  fourth 
century  a.d, 

^  Dr.  G.  E.  Benseler,  in  the  pre- 
face to  his  edition  of  Isocrates, 
Leipsic,  1851.  His  objections,  and 
those  of  earlier  critics,  are  examined, 
and  (in  my  judgment)  disposed  of, 


by  Mr.  Sandys,  in  his  Introduction 
to  the  Speech,  pp.  xxxii-xxxviii. 

'  Dionys.  Ars  Rhet,  v.  1. 

*  Hermog.  irep2  fie$6dov  Sciv&njroSj 
25. 

^  Harpocration,  s.  w.  irrafcrbs 
6pKotf  gives  the  Ad  Demonicum  to 
Isocrates  of  Apollonia.  Elsewhere, 
s.  V.  xapdKXifffis,  quoting  some  words 
from  §  6,  he  adds,  *l(roKpdTip  irapou- 
viataiVj — where,  in  the  absence  of 
definition,  we  must  understand  the 
Athenian. 
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loftiness  and  meanness.  It  is  the  man  of  the  world 
who  assumes  the  part  of  the  preacher.  Where  he 
gives,  in  a  simple  form,  the  maxims  of  a  somewhat 
vulgar  prudence,  he  is  excellent ;  it  is  when  he  strives 
to  connect  them  with  doctrine  that  he  fails.  The 
morality  of  the  Ad  Demonicum  is  probably  at  least 
on  a  level  with  the  average  practical  morality  of 
Greece ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  higher  sentiment 
which  it  contains  is  not  aflFected  ;  but  the  absence  of 
harmony  between  them  is  Isocratic. 

2.  To  Nicocles.      [Or.   11.] — Nicocles,  to  whom  i.  2.  To 
the  Second  and  Ninth  Discourses  are  addressed  and 
for    whom    the   Third   was   written,    succeeded    his 
father  Evagoras  as  king  of  the  Cyprian  Salamis  in 
374  B.C. 

It  was  probably  soon  after  the  accession  of  Date. 
Nicocles  that  Isocrates  addressed  this  speech  to  him. 
The  opening  words  have  a  formality  which  suggests 
that  the  writer  is  either  wholly  or  almost  a  stranger  ; 
and  the  tone  of  the  Letter  generally  implies  that 
Nicocles  was  young  both  in  years  and  in  oflBce.  The 
intercourse  thus  opened  appears  to  have  become  inti- 
mate ;  and  it  is  possible  that  Nicocles  may  have  been 
among  the  pupils  of  Isocrates.^ 

''  The  usual  offerings  to  a  king,  Nicocles,  are  garments,  iyiuaysis. 
or  gold,  or  bronze,  things  in  which  he  is  richer  than  the 
givers :  I  offer  you  advica  Private  men  are  schooled  by 
the  struggle  of  life,  by  the  laws,  by  the  poets :  kings  have 
Httle  schooling.  Hence  those  frequent  disasters  which, 
even  in  vulgar  eyes,  balance  the  pleasures  of  a  royal  lot 

'  Cp.   Antid.   [xv.]  §   30,   oO  yit,p      ryrfoin    xal    ^aaiXias    Kal  rvpdv- 
/Utfw    ldi<!rras    ifnfffl    fiov    ycyev^Oou       vovt. 
fuiOriTds,  dWik  xcU  jHrropat  koX  vrpa- 
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People  fancy  that  the  ofl&ce  of  a  king,  like  that  of  a  priest, 
may  be  assumed  without  any  special  preparation.^  In  par- 
ticular crises,  you  will  have  the  counsel  of  others:  my 
counsels  shall  be  general  (§§  1-8). 

"  First — ^What  is  the  function  of  a  king  ?  To  stay  the 
troubles,  to  guard  the  welfare,  to  raise  the  greatness  of  his 
realm  (§  9). 

"  In  order  to  perform  this  task  well,  you  ought,  in  the 
first  place,  to  be  intelligent.  By  converse  with  the  ablest 
men,  and  by  reading,  you  must  make  yourself  capable  of 
deciding  small  questions,  and  of  grappling  with  great  ^ 
(§§  10-14). 

"Next,  you  must  be  the  friend  of  mankind  and  of 
your  realm  (§  15).  Keep  the  people  alike  from  doing,  and 
from  suffering,  outrage  (§  16).  Let  your  laws  be  not  only 
just  and  consistent,  but  framed  for  the  settlement,  rather 
than  for  the  raising,  of  issues  (§  1 7).  Rule  the  State  like 
your  own  house,  generously  but  carefully  (§  19).  Let  your 
word  be  held  surer  than  other  men's  oaths.  Honour  less 
those  strangers  who  bring  gifts  than  those  who  deserve  to 
receive  them  (§  22).  Be  royal,  not  in  severity,  but  by  the 
recognised  supremacy  of  your  wisdom :  warlike  in  know- 
ledge and  preparation,  peaceful  in  abstinence  from  aggres- 
sion (§  24).  Choose  your  associates  with  care,  knowing 
that  the  many  will  judge  you  by  them  (§  27).  Deem  it 
the  most  kingly  thing  of  all  to  be  subject  to  none  of  your 
own  desires  (§  29).  Take  it  as  a  sign  that  you  are  reigning 
well  if  you  see  your  subjects  growing  richer  and  better 
(§  31).  Let  your  dress  be  splendid  and  your  life  hardy 
(§  32) :  be  witty,  and  be  dignified  (§  34).  Observe  the 
fates  of  kings  and  of  private  persons  ;  and  divine  the  future 
from  the  past  (§  35).  Let  safety  for  the  State  and  for 
yourself  be  your  first  object:  but,  if  you  are   forced  into 

^  §  6.  T^     pofftkeiav,     Gtatrtp    le-  '  §  13.     xapacK€6a^€    acavrbv   rOtv 

ptacdvriv^    rtunbi    ifdpbs    e&eu    wofd-      fih  iXarrAi^uif   Kprn/jy,  rwy  tk  fiei^d- 
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danger,  choose  a  noble  death  before  a  life  of  dishonour.  In 
all  things  remember  your  royal  office,  and  be  mindful  to 
do  nothing  unworthy  of  it  (^  36,  37).  Since  your  body 
must  die,  seek  to  make  the  memory  of  your  spirit  im- 
mortal (§  37).  If  you  emulate  a  man's  fame,  copy  his 
actions  (§  38).  Think  those  wise  who  can  speak  well  on 
great  questions,  not  those  who  can  refine  on  trifles  ; — and 
those  whose  prosperity  shows  their  prudence,  or  whose 
resignation  proves  their  philosophy  (§  39). 

"  Practical  advice  must  not  aim  at  being  novel,  and 
can  hardly  hope  to  be  amusing  (g  54—56).  Hesiod, 
Theognis,  Phocylides  are  praised — and  neglected :  Homer 
and  the  dramatists  are  the  poets  of  the  people  (§§  40-49). 
You,  Nicocles,  are  a  king,  and  ought  to  think  first  of  what 
is  useful  A  good  adviser  is  the  most  royal  of  possessions 
(^  40-53).  Encourage  others  to  bring  you  gifts  like  mine ; 
gifts  which,  instead  of  wearing  out  in  use,  become  more 
valuable  the  more  they  are  used  "  (§  54). 

lacerates  wrote  for  the  cultivated.     His  idea  of  ciaimmade 
an  expedition  to  Asia  needed  the  help  of  the  power-  Nicocies 
ful.     On  both  grounds  it  was  natural  that  he  should  Antidoaia 
cultivate  friendly  relations  with  Hellenic  kings  and 
tyrants, —  with  Nicocles  of  Salamis  and  Timotheus 
of  Heracleia  no  less  than  with  Dionysius  of  Syracuse 
and  Philip  of  Macedon.     In  the  Antidosis  (where  he 
is  answering  the  imputation  of  being  too  much  a 
friend  to  monarchy),  he   quotes   the   speech  which 
many  years  ago  he  had  addressed  to  Nicocles.     He 
claims  to  have  spoken  in  it  "  freely  and  worthily  of 
the  city  "  ;  to  have  upheld  the  cause  of  the  people ; 
to  have  "  reproved  monarchy"  by  observing  how  ill 
monarchs  are  usually  trained  for  their  duties.     The  how  far 
claim  is  somewhat  exaggerated.     On  the  other  hand,  ^^ ' 
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Isocrates  might  fairly  have  taken  credit  for  setting 
before  Nicocles  a  standard,  higher  than  the  common, 
of  the  king's  duty  to  the  subject.  His  ideal  mon- 
archy is  absolute,  but  it  is  intelligently  and  honestly 
paternal. 

I.  8.  3.  Nicocles  or  The  Cyprians.     [Or.  iii.] — In  the 

last  Discourse  Isocrates  had  traced  for  Nicocles  the 
duty  of  a  king :  in  this  it  is  Nicocles  who  sets  forth 
the  duty  of  subjects  (§  11).  The  piece  was  no  doubt 
written  to  order ;  Nicocles  perhaps  thinking  that  the 
perception  of  a  king's  obligations  which  the  former 
work  may  have  quickened  in  some  Salaminians  might 
be  usefully  complemented  by  a  sense  of  their  own. 

Date.  Since  the  prince  can  appeal  to  his  peoples  past 
experience  of  him  as  a  ruler  (§  63),  the  date  can 
hardly  be  earlier  than  372  ;  on  the  other  hand,  it 
cannot  be  later  than  355 ;  and  may  probably  be 
placed  between  372  and  365. 

Analysis.  I.  "  Some  people  are  hostile  to  all  discussion  on  the 

ground  that  selfish  gain,  not  virtue,  is  its  aim.  Why  do 
not  those  who  blame  the  endeavour  to  reason  well  blame 
also  the  desire  to  act  rightly  ?  Action,  not  debate,  is  the 
chief  instrument  of  selfishness.  It  is  the  faculty  of  per- 
suading which  has  civilised  life. 

"  For  a  king,  the  first  questions  are  of  the  relations 
between  rulers  and  ruled.  Isocrates  has  traced  the  duty  of 
a  king ;  I  will  now  attempt  to  trace  the  duty  of  subjects 
(§  11).  But  first  I  will  try  to  show  (1)  that  monarchy  is 
the  best  form  of  government;  and  (2)  that  I  am  entitled, 
historically  and  personally,  to  be  your  king  (^  1-13). 

IL  "  A  Monarchy,  as  compared  with  a  limited  or  with  a 
pure  Eepublic,  has  these  advantages : — 1.  It  discriminates 
the  different  degrees  of  merit.     Equality  is  the  principle  of 
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republics.  A  Monarchy  gives  the  first  place  to  the  best  ^  [ 
man,  the  second  to  the  second-best,  and  so  on  (§§  14,  15). 
— 2.  It  has,  more  than  other  forms  of  government,  an  in- 
sight into  the  natures  and  actions  of  men ;  merit,  wherever 
it  exists,  is  therefore  sure  of  recognition. — 3.  It  is  the 
mildest  of  governments ;  since  it  is  easier  to  propitiate  one 
man  than  many  (§  1 6). — 4.  Its  ministers,  being  not  annual 
but  permanent,  learn  and  discharge  their  duties  more 
thoroughly  and  composedly  (§§  17,  18). — 5.  It  is  prompt  in 
action.  A  popular  assembly  consists  of  men  who  are  im- 
mersed in  private  affairs,  and  who  meet  only  to  wrangle : 
in  a  cabinet  there  are  fewer  distractions  and  delays  (§  19). — 
6.  It  has  no  jealousies.  In  a  Republic  there  are  always  at 
least  two  parties,  each  of  which  hopes  that  the  other  will 
mismanage  the  country  as  grossly  as  possible.  A  monarch, 
having  no  rivals,  has  no  spite  (§  20). — 7.  It  has  a  more 
direct  interest  in  good  government.  Eepublicans  regard 
themselves  as  stewards,  a  monarch  regards  himself  as  the 
owner,  of  the  State  (§  21). — 8.  It  is  more  effective  in 
war.  Secret  preparation,  striking  display,  versatile  intriguo, 
are  easier  for  it  than  for  other  governments  (§  22). 

"  Experience  shows  that  these  advantages  are  not  imagi* 
nary.  In  Persia,  devotion  to  Monarchy  has  been  rewarded 
with  unequalled  greatness.  In  Sicily,  the  absolutism  of 
Dionysius  has  not  only  delivered  an  enslaved  country,  but 
has  made  it  the  first  in  Greece.  Carthage  and  Sparta,  oli- 
garchies  at  home,  become  monarchies  in  the  field.  Athens, 
the  most  anti- monarchical  of  States,  has  generally  failed 
when  she  sent  out  a  committee  of  generals,  and  auooeeded 
when  she  gave  the  command  to  one.  Lastly — Is  not  Zeus 
monarch  of  the  gods  ?  Whether  the  gods  really  live  under 
that  form  of  government  or  not,  the  fact  of  men  asoribing  it 
to  them  proves  at  least  a  human  sense  that  it  is  the  bcit 
(§§  22-26). 

"  Having  shown  the  advantages  of  Monarchy,  I  wiU  show 
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more  briefly  that  I  am  entitled  to  be  your  monarch.  First, 
historically.  Teucrus,  the  founder  of  our  house,  brought 
hither  the  forefathers  of  the  present  Cyprians.  His  throne, 
lost  for  a  time  by  his  descendants,  was  regained  by  my 
father  Evagoras,  who  put  down  Phoenician  rule  at  Salamis 
and  restored  it  to  its  original  kings  (§§  27,  28).  Next, 
personally.  At  my  swK^ession,  I  found  the  treasury  empty, 
the  State  disturbed,  Cyprus  on  bad  terms  with  the  rest  of 
Greece  and  with  Persia:  and  I  met  all  these  difficulties 
without  wronging  any  man  (§§  29-35).  Nor  have  youth 
(§  45)  and  opportunity  ever  drawn  me  into  licence 
(§§  36-46). 

III.  "  As  the  lawful  holder,  then,  of  a  beneficent  power, 
I  may  advise  with  a  right  to  be  heard. — Let  each  man  do 
his  appointed  task  carefully  and  fairly  (§  48). — Do  not  make 
haste  to  be  rich  (§  50). — Murmur  not  at  one  of  my  com- 
mands, knowing  that  those  who  serve  me  best  will  best 
serve  their  own  fortunes. — ^Let  every  one  be  sure  that  nothing 
of  which  his  own  conscience  is  aware  will  escape  me  (§  5 1). — 
Form  no  clubs,  hold  no  meetings,  without  my  knowledge 
(§  54). — Guard  the  present  constitution,  and  desire  no  sort 
of  change  (§  55). — Be  humble  to  me,  and  magnificent  in  the 
service  of  the  State  (§  56). — Consider  that  the  greatest  and 
surest  wealth  which  you  can  leave  to  your  children  is  my 
favour  (§  58). — Be  not  jealous,  but  emulous,  of  my  coun- 
sellors (§  60). — Think  my  words,  laws — and  keep  them. — 
In  short,  be  to  your  king  what  you  wish  your  subordinates 
to  be  to  you  (§  62). 

"  If  you  follow  this  course,  while  I  do  not  change  mine, 
your  prosperity  and  my  power  will  grow  together.  Such  a 
hope  might  well  encourage  to  any  toils.  But  you  need  not 
toil  at  all     You  need  only  to  be  just  and  loyal "  (§§  63-64). 

Perhaps  the  most  interesting  part  of  this  Dis- 
course is  that  in  which  the  writer,  putting  himself  at 
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the  king's  point  of  view,  ojBfers  a  popular  plea  for 
Monarchy  as  against  Bepublic.  Here  .Jaoczates  is 
essentially  the  professional  rhetor — ^it  being  distinct- 
ive Ot  liEetoric  as  an  art  thft^r   ^^^^  ^^^  nr>nnt^.rpfti;^: 


tolectic,  it  is  egually  ready  to  ar^^  either  aide  of 
a  question.^     Isocrates  has  given  us  the  other  side  in     <K 
the  Panathenaicus^jxdL  the  AreopagiticuSy  where  he 
interprets  his  own  ideal — a  democracy  tempered  by  a 
censorship. 

II.  Displays 

1.  Busiris.  [Or.  xi.] — The  Budris  and  the  En-  n.  1. 
comium  on  Helen  [Or.    x.]   are   slight    essays    by    "*^"'' 
Isocrates  in  a  province  which  was  not  his  own.     De- 
clamations on  subjects  taken  from  epos  or  from  the 
myths   had   always   a   prominent   place   among  the 
"  displays  "  of  ordinary  Sophists.     Such,  for  instance, 
are   the  Encomium  on  Helen  and  the   Defence  of 
Palmnedes    ascribed    to    Gorgias ;    the    speech    of 
Odysseus  Against  Palmnedes  ascribed  to  Alcidamas  ; 
the  speeches  of  Ajax  and  Odysseus,  in  the  contest  for 
the   arms,   ascribed    to    Antisthenes.^     The  bent   of  purpoae 
Isocrates,  as  he  himself  tells  us,*  was  not  towards  this  °  BnJiris" 


^^Tl^of  fflmp^^^^^^^  He  was  not,  indeed,  hostile  to  mStretive. 
it,  any  more  than  he  was  hostile  to  criticism  of  the 
poets  and  other  branches  of  literary  work  which 
employed  the  Sophists.*  The  encomia  which  he 
depreciates  in  Or.  x.  §  1 2  are  encomia  on  bumble-bees 
and  salt ;  on  the  other  hand,  he  expressly  commends 

1  T&¥(unla  ffvXKoylteroA,  Ar.  Ehet.          *  Of.   AfUid,  §   45.      In    Panath, 

I.  1.  §§  19  fifl  he  shows  how  much  he 

,  „       v^           rn^i  Jiad  been  nettled  by  the  charge  of 

'^  depreciating   all   kinds   of  literary 

'  PanaOi,  §  1.  work  except  his  own. 
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Polycrates. 


the  choice  of  such  a  subject  as  Helen  (§  14);  and  if 
he  speaks  of  Busiris  as  a  poor  theme  (Or.  xi.  §  22)  he 
clearly  means  only  that  it  is  one  which  baffles  the 
panegyrist.  Yet  it  is  important  to  note  that  he  comes 
upon  this  field  of  *'  display  "  not  as  a  candidate  for 
distinction  but  merely  as  a  critic.  The  Busiris  and 
the  Encomium  on  Helen  are  alike  criticisms,  in  which 
he  first  reviews  the  work  of  others,  and  then  shows, 
for  the  sake  of  vindicating  his  right  to  criticise,  how 
he  would  have  done  the  work  himself 

The  Busiris  is  addressed  to  Polycrates,  who  has 
lately  been  driven  by  need  to  become  a  professed 
rhetorician.  Isocrates  has  never  seen  him ;  but, 
sympathising  with  his  misfortunes,  wishes  to  help 
him  with  advice.  Pausanias  says  that  Jason  of 
Pherae  preferred  Gorgias  to  Polycrates,  although 
the  school  of  Polycrates  had  then  gained  no  small 
repute  at  Athens.^  Gorgias  died  about  380  B.C. 
At  some  time,  then,  before  380  Polycrates  had 
made  a  name  at  Athens.  But  the  Busiris  speaks 
of  him  as  a  beginner;  and  it  is  known  from 
Hi«**Accu.  Diogenes  Laertius  that  the  "Accusation  of  Socrates" 
Socrates. '  mentioned  in  §  4  contained  an  allusion  to  the  re- 
building of  the  Long  Walls  by  Conon, — i.e.  was 
written  later  than  393  B.c.^  All  the  conditions  will 
be  satisfied  if  we  suppose  that  Polycrates  published 


^  Paus.  VI.  17,  9,  'Idffiaif  ip  Oftr- 
ffoKiq.  Tvpayir^aif  Ilo\vKpdTOVt  ot) 
rd  icxi''-'^^  iifcyKafi^Mov  didcuTKoKelou 
Tov  *k.diivi^i^  To&rov  ToG  dvdpds  ivl- 
irpoffScy  To  fry  lav  6  *Id<rtjy  iiroii^iraTo. 
Here  rvpopv-fyrat  can  hardly  refer  ^ 
to  the  ra7e/a,  for  Jason  was  not 
tagos  till  about  374  B.c. :  cf.  Cur- 
tios  iv.  445. 


^  Diog.  Laert.  ii.  5.  39,  ^a^tafivoi 
S4  ipri<riy  iv  rtp  Tpdirrifi  tHov  i.-KOfUf-/}- 
fjMif€VftdTU)y  fiii  cZvoi  dXfjdij  rh¥  \lrfou 
rhv  TLoKvKf^Tovt  <card  Sci^icpdroi's* 
iv  aiV^)  7(lp,  i^jiTiy  fivtifAweOei  tQv 
vrb  K6v(avoi  rax^  dvaaTaOivruVj 
d  yiyovev  fT€<riv  (^  rrp  tov  Sw/r/xi- 
TOVt  T€\€VTrjS  Cffrfpov. 
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his  "Accusation  of  Socrates"  in  393  or  392,  and 
the  "  Defence  of  Busiris  "  soon  after ;  that  he  had 
become  a  teacher  of  repute  at  Athens  about  388  B.c. ; 
and  that  Isocrates  wrote  the  Busiris  soon  after  the 
appearance  of  the  "  Defence "  which  it  criticises, — 
perhaps  in  391  or  390.     At  this  time.  Poly  crates  was  Date  of  the 

JSll8in8> 

teaching  at  Cyprus ;  ^  he  and  Isocrates — as  the  essay 
tells  us — had  never  met. 

Polycrates  evidently  held  a  respectable  rank 
among  the  rhetoricians  of  his  time.  He  is  mentioned 
by  Dionysius  in  company  with  Antiphon,  Thrasy- 
machus  of  Chalcedon,  Critias,  Theodoras  of  Byzan- 
tium, Anaximenes,  Zoilus  and  Isaeus.^  He  was, 
however,  no  favourite  of  Dionysius,  who  describes 
him  as  "  empty  in  practical  oratory,  frigid  and  vulgar 
in  the  rhetoric  of  display,  and  devoid  of  grace  in 
the  subjects  which  demand  it."^  He  wrote  for  the 
law-courts ;  and  the  "  Accusation  of  Socrates "  itself 
was  supposed  by  some  to  have  been  actually  spoken 
at  the  trial.*     But  "  display  "  was  probably  his  chosen 


1  ypd<p€i      xpbi      HoKwcpdrri     rcyd 

ffwpiffTevoyTa  di  ww  iw  K&rfxp, 
Others — who  believe  that  in  391 
Isocrates  was  at  Chios  —  suggest, 
though  without  sufficient  ground, 
that  the  aiuUor  argum,  has  invented 
this  statement  to  account  for  Isoc. 
and  Polyc  being  strangers  (Spengel 
2w.  Tfx".  p.  75). 

*  With  Antiphon,  Thrasy machus, 
Critias  and  Zoilus,  Isae,  c  20 :  with 
Antiphon,  Theodorus,  Isaeus,  Zoilus 
and  Anaximenes,  Dem,  c.  8. 

'  Isae.  c  20:  ice^df  fUw  iw  rott 
dXridiPcis,  ^vxp^  Si  xal  ^opriicbs  h 
roct  ^ideucrticoit,  Axa/xt  Sk  iv  roit 
XOfntyrnTfJuod   SeofUvois,     By  tA   dXi^ 


Otpdf  as  opposed  to  rd  indeucriKd^ 
Dionysius  seems  to  mean  the  treat- 
ment of  practical  questions  either 
in  Forensic  or  in  Deliberative  speak- 
ing. Demetrius,  irepl  ipfi,  §  120 
(in  Walz,  jRhet.  ix.  54),  makes 
the  want  of  earnestness  the  great 
defect  of  Polycrates.  ^irat^e  ydp, 
oOk  iffTodda^,  Kal  a&rbt  Tijs  ypa^ijs 
6  Byxot  iralyytAif  iirri  —  a  passage 
which  Spengel  ingeniously  com- 
pares with  the  *E\^$  fih  iyKtif- 
/uw  ifiJb»  bk  vaXypiA»  of  [Gorg.] 
Helen,  Enc.  §  21,  in  support  of  his 
view  that  Polycrates  wrote  that 
piece  ;  but  the  point  is  not  a  very 
strong  one. 
*  Diog.    Laert   ii.  5,   39    notices 
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branch.      His   ingenuity   appears  from   the   circum- 
stance that  he  composed  an  encomium  upon  mice/ 
and  his  versatility  from  the  fact  that  he  praised  both 
Agamemnon^  and  Clytaemnestra.^ 
Fancied  No  Weight  cau  be  given  to  the  suggestion  made 

motiTe  of     _ 

the  piece,  by  the  author  of  the  Argument  that  the  real  mean- 
ing of  Isocrates  was  to  attack  Polycrates  for  the 
"  Accusation  of  Socrates,"  and  that,  deterred  by  the 
temper  of  Athens  from  doing  this  openly,  he  did  it 
under  pretext  of  a  criticism  upon  the  "Defence  of 
Busiris."  There  is  no  trace  in  the  piece  of  any  such 
covert  intention ;  the  vindication  of  Socrates,  so  far  as 
it  goes,  is  perfectly  frank ;  and  this  very  frankness 
defines  its  place  as  a  secondary  topic. 

Analysis.  "  Your  worth,  Polycrates,  and  the  change  in  your  way  of 

life  are  known  to  me  by  report.  I  have  read  some  of  your 
writings,  and  would  gladly  discuss  freely  with  you  the  whole 
theory  of  those  studies  to  which  you  have  given  yourself. 
Greneral  precepts,  however,  shall  be  reserved  until  we  know 
each  other.  In  the  meantime  I  send  you  some  special 
criticisms.  Wishing  you  well,  I  do  not  shrink  from  the  lisk 
of  giving  oflfence. 

"  You  put  trust  in  your  Defmce  of  Busiris  and  your 
Accusation  of  Socrates,  As  to  Busiris,  you  have  made  his 
case  worse  than  ever ;  others  accuse  him  of  having  immolated 
strangers ;  you,  of  having  eaten  them.  As  to  Socrates,  your 
"  Accusation  "  glorifies  h\m ;  you  make  him  the  teacher  of 
Alcibiadea, — who  is  not  known  to  have  been  his  disciple,  but 
who  certainly  was  a  remarkable  man.     Could  the  dead  hear 

this  tradition,  but  contradicts  it  on  is  described  as  koI  (roipiar^  koI  \oyo- 

the  authority  of  Favorinos:   see  p.  ypd^, 

90,  ».  2.     Cf.  Quint  ii.  17,  4  {Pdy-  ^  Arist  Met,  ii.  24. 

emtea)   composuisse  orationem,  quae  '  Demetr.    irtpi   ipfA,    §    120,    in 

est  habita  contra  Socraten,  dieitur,  Walz's  HheL  ix,  p.  54. 

By   the    audor    argum,    Polycrates  '  Quint,  ii.  17,  4. 
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you,  you  would  have  the  thanks  of  the  philosopher  and  the 
hatred  of  the  king.  Such,  too,  is  your  disregard  of  con- 
sistency that  you  have  described  Busiris  as  emulating  the 
fame  of  Aeolus  and  Orpheus,  who  lived  long  after  him ;  and 
who,  moreover,  were  utterly  unlike  him.  I  will  try  to  show 
you  briefly  how  the  subject  ought  to  have  been  handled 
(§§  1-9). 

"  The  father  of  Busiris  was  Poseidon ;  his  mother,  Libya, 
daughter  of  Epaphus  the  son  of  Zeus,  and  earliest  queen  of 
the  land  which  bears  her  name.  Not  content  with  his 
mother's  realm,  Busiris,  after  wide  conquests,  founded  a 
monarchy  in  Egypt.  He  saw  that  that  country  had  the 
best  climate  in  the  world,  was  the  most  fertile,  and  had  in 
the  Nile  a  perpetual  barrier  against  invasion.  For  other 
lands,  the  steward  of  i-ains  and  droughts  is  Zeus;  for 
Egypt,  the  Nila  That  river  is  at  once  their  protector  and 
their  nourisher,  giving  them  the  wealth  of  a  continent  with 
the  security  of  an  island  (§§  10-14). 

*'  Having  got  a  good  country,  Busiris  next  sought  to  give  Civilisation 
it  a  good  government.  He  divided  the  population  into  °  ^^'^^ 
priests, — craftsmen  of  various  sorts, — and  soldiers.  In  his 
theory  of  a  really  good  economy,  each  kind  of  work  ought 
to  have  its  permanent  workmen.  Sparta  has  taken  one 
hint  from  this  system.  She  has  made  her  citizens  a  mili- 
tary caste.  But  her  defect  is  that  she  is  purely  military. 
Egypt  provides  at  the  same  time  for  the  protection,  cuid  for 
the  prosecution,  of  industry  (§§  15—20). 

''  Nor  was  mental  culture  n^lected.  The  priests,  having 
wealth  and  leisure,  developed  a  science  of  medicine, — to 
which  it  is  due  that  the  Egyptians  have  the  best  health 
and  the  longest  lives.  Other  sciences  were  cultivated  also ; 
and  while  the  elder  men  were  busied  with  great  affairs,  the 
younger  studied  astrology,  logic,  geometry. 

"  But  it  is  for  their  reverent  worship  of  the  gods  that 
the  Egyptians  are  most  admirable.     Exaggeration  is  harm- 
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ful  in  most  things ;  but  it  is  good  for  human  life  that  men 
should  have  an  even  exaggerated  idea  of  the  gods'  power  to 
reward  or  punish.  To  the  Egyptian  mind  this  power  is  so 
awful  that  oaths  taken  in  Egyptian  temples  have  a  greater 
sanctity  than  elsewhere.  The  Egyptians  believe  that  retri- 
bution will  follow  sin,  not  by  and  by,  but  instantly. 
Their  priests  enjoin  upon  them  a  multitude  of  observances, 
meant  both  to  strengthen  the  habit  of  obedience  and  to 
test,  by  visible  proof,  their  reverence  for  things  unseen. 

"  The  philosophy  of  Egypt,  and  the  spirit  of  its  scrupu- 
lous ritual,  were  first  brought  into  Hellas  by  Pythagoras ; 
who  felt  sure  that,  if  not  requited  by  the  gods,  he  would  at 
least  be  esteemed  by  men.  And  to  this  day  the  silence  of 
his  disciples  is  more  admired  than  the  eloquence  of  others 
(§§  21-29). 

"  You  will  perhaps  say  that  I  have  praised  the  laws,  the 
piety,  the  thought  of  Egypt,  without  proving  that  these  are 
due  to  Busiris.  It  would  ill  become  you  to  reproach  me  as 
illogical;  you  have  yourself  said  that  it  was  Busiris  who 
distributed  the  Nile  by  its  seven  channels  through  the  land, 
and  who,  at  the  same  time,  slew  strangers  on  his  altars ; 
thus  ascribing  to  him  at  once  the  fury  of  a  beast  and  the 
faculty  of  a  god.  But  my  account  is  not  merely  as  reason- 
able as  yours ;  it  has  intrinsic  probability.  The  benefits 
which  it  imputes  to  Busiris  have  not  been  shown  to  be  due 
to  any  one  else ;  and  who  is  more  likely  to  have  wrought 
them  than  the  son  of  Poseidon  and  of  Libya, — the  most 
powerful  man  of  his  time  ?  The  falseness  of  the  charges 
laid  against  him  is  seen  in  this,  that  they  represent  him  as 
Chronology  having  been  slain  by  Heracles.  Heracles  lived  four  genera- 
Heroes,  tions^  after  Perseus.  Busiris  lived  two  centuries  before 
Perseus  (g  30-37). 

"But  you  have  had  no  care  for  truth — you  have 
followed  the  blasphemies  of  the  poets,  who  love  to  represent 

^  i,e,  aboat  130  years:   cf.  Herod,   il.  142,  76y6a2...rp6l$  iifdpQy  iKarbv 
(red  iffri. 
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the  gods  as  more  vicious  than  men.  These  blasphemers 
have  often  suffered,  though  less  than  they  deserved ;  some 
have  become  wandering  beggars,  some  blind,  some  exiles, 
some  foes  of  their  own  kindred:  Orpheus,  the  worst  of 
them,  was  torn  to  pieces.  Now  it  is  my  faith  that  not  the 
gods  only,  but  their  children,  are  without  spot  of  vice.  If 
the  gods  have  not  the  wish  to  make  their  own  sons  good, 
they  are  worse  disposed  than  men;  if  they  have  not  the 
power,  they  are  less  able  than  sophists  (^  38-43). 

"  Much  more  might  be  said ;  but  my  object  is  to  give 
hints,  not  to  make  a  display.  You  have  defended  Busiris 
from  the  charges  against  him  by  admitting  them,  but 
arguing  that  they  might  be  brought  against  others.  How 
would  you  yourself  like  to  be  defended  in  this  fashion  ?  Or 
if  any  of  your  own  friends  had  acted  like  Busiris,  would  you 
praise  him  ?  You  will  say,  perhaps,  that  you  wished  merely 
to  set  an  example  of  defending  difiBcult  causes.  But  a 
defence  of  this  kind  is  futile,  and  tends  also  to  bring  philo- 
sophy into  disrepute.  In  future  you  must  choose  better 
subjects,  or  treat  those  which  you  do  choose  more  judiciously. 
Do  not  resent  the  advice  of  a  stranger  who  has  not  even 
the  privilege  of  age ;  it  is  not  age  or  intimacy,  it  is  know- 
ledge and  goodwill  which  give  the  right  to  advise  in  such 
matters"  (^  44-50). 

The  subject  of  the  Busiris — so  >^well  worn  by  Remark*, 
logographers  ^  and  poets — is  treated  by  Isocrates  in 
a  very  simple  manner.  He  praises  the  customs,  reli- 
gious and  political,  of  Egypt ;  and  then  remarks  that 
Busiris  is  as  likely  as  another  to  have  been  the 
founder  of  these.     The  crimes  imputed  to  the  inhos- 

^  See  §§  37,  38 — Xoyorocuh'  —  iroc-  \cyi)yp64»oi    before    the    latter  word 

ijriSy.       By    XoyoToiof    here,    as    in  got  its  forensic  meaning.     So  Herod. 

Philipp,    §    109    {oihe    rCw   iroirinav  v.     125    calls  Hecataeus    Xoyoiroc^f. 

oCr€  T(av  \oyvwoi(av\  etc,  are  meant  Cf.  Verg.  Oto.  III.  5. 
the    chroniclers    who    were    called 
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pitable  king  he  rejects  as  blasphemies.  But  if,  as  an 
encomium,  the  piece  has  not  even  the  merit  of 
ingenuity,  it  has  a  real  interest  of  another  kind.  It 
illustrates  very  strikingly  the  attitude  of  Isocrates 
towards  the  myths  generally.  He  complains  that 
Busiris  ha«  been  represented  as  contemporary  with 
Aeolus  and  Orpheus ;  whereas  the  fathers  of  the  two 
latter  were  not  born  in  the  time  of  the  former  (§  8). 
How,  he  asks,  can  Busiris  have  been  slain  by  Heracles, 
who  lived  four  generations  after  Perseus,  whDe 
Busiris  lived  more  than  200  years  before  Perseus? 
(§  37).  He  rejects  the  current  legends  about  Busiris 
because  they  shock  his  religious  instinct :  not  only 
the  gods  but  the  children  of  the  gods  must  be  deemed 
^  sinless  (§  41).  Thus,  like  Herodotus,  Isocrates  accepts 
the  myths  as  a  whole,^ — distinguishing  in  history  a 
human  and  a  superhuman  race,  and  regarding  the 
latter  as  not  less  real  than  the  former ;  on  the  other 
hand,  he  applies  to  the  myths  not,  like  Herodotus,  a 
strict  historical  criticism,  but  only  certain  general 
notions  of  the  becoming, 
n.  2.  2.  Encomium  on    Helen.      [Or.    x.]  —  In   §    14 

on  Helen.  Isocratcs  praiscs  "  the  writer  on  Helen  "  for  his  choice 
of  a  subject,  but  finds  one  fault  with  his  work — viz. 
that  it  is  less  an  encomium  than  an  apology.  He 
then  says  that  he  will  endeavour  to  show  this  writer 
how  the  subject  ought  to  have  been  treated ;  and  that 
he  will  avoid  topics  already  handled  by  others. 

^  For  example,  he  treats  as  his-  origin   of   Aeacus ;  —  the   battle  of 

torical  the  list  of   kings  from  Ce-  Pelens  with  the  Centaurs  and  his 

crops  to  Theseus,  Panath,  §§  12  ff.  ;  marriage    with    Thetis,    Evag,    \i- 

the  adventures  of  Heracles,  Archid,  16,  etc. 
§  18,  cf.  PhUipp,  §  111 ;  the  divine 
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It  is  probable,  if  not  certain,  that  the  allusion  here  The  ehco- 
is  to  the  Encomium  on  Helen  extant  under  the  ascribed 
name  of  Gorgias.  The  criticism  of  Isocrates  exactly  °  ^^' 
applies  to  this  composition,  which  is,  in  fact,  a 
defence, — with  the  apologetic  character  indeed  strongly 
marked/  Further,  the  Isocratic  encomium  keeps 
clear  of  the  ground  traversed  in  the  encomium 
ascribed  to  Gorgias.  The  chief  topics  of  Isocrates  are 
(1)  Theseus,  who  loved  Helen,  §§  18-38  :  (2)  the 
preciousness  of  Helen  shown  by  the  choice  of  Paris 
and  by  the  expedition  against  Troy,  §§  39-53 :  (3) 
the  power  of  Beauty  generally,  §§  54-60  :  (4)  the 
divinity  of  Helen,  §§  61-66.  The  other  writer, 
after  some  introductory  remarks,  devotes  the  rest  of 
his  composition  to  the  various  theories  by  which 
Helen's  desertion  of  her  home  can  be  explained.  She 
may  have  been  taken  to  Troy  (1)  by  divine  agency :  (2) 
by  violence :  (3)  by  persuasion  :  (4)  by  love  :  and,  on 
any  of  these  suppositions,  says  the  writer,  is  excus- 
able :  §§  6-20.  Thus  the  work  attributed  to  Gorgias 
answers  both  conditions  of  the  case.  It  is  called  an 
encomium,  while  it  is  really  an  apology ;  and  its 
special  topics  are  not  the  topics  of  Isocrates. 

But  was  Gorgias  indeed  the  author  ?     After  cen-  Question  of 
suring  Gorgias  by  name  in  §  3,  it  would  have  been  ship. 
strange  if  Isocrates  had  praised  him  in  §  14  without 
naming  him.     Besides,  the  language  of  §  3  implies 
that  Gorgias  is  dead ;  the  language  of  §  14  implies 

^  See,   for  example,   §  2  of  the  roin  luti^tUvom   *E\dprf¥,      And  at 

[Topylov]  'EKivTit  iyxiif/uw    (printed  the    conclusion    (§    21)    he    says — 

in    Sauppe's    OrcU.    AU.    II.    132),  d^eiXoy    rt}   X^y^)    dt^o'icXeiay    ywat,- 

where    the  writer    declares    at    the  «c6f,  «r.r.X. 
outset    that    his    object    is    ^X^^ai 

VOL.  II  H 
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that  the  unnamed  writer  is  alive.  Nor  does  the  so- 
called  encomium  bear  any  distinctive  marks  of  the 
style  of  Gorgias.  Spengel  ^  would  ascribe  it  to  Poly- 
crates.  But  then  if  Polycrates  had  been  the  author, 
Isocrates  either  would  have  addressed  him,  as  in  the 
Budris^  or  would  at  least  have  named  him.  The 
author  of  the  Argument  rejects  the  notion  that  Poly- 
crates is  meant ;  remarking  that,  instead  of  Isocrates 
attacking  Polycrates,  it  was  Polycrates  who  attacked 
Isocrates  for  this  work  :  and  concludes  that  the  allu- 
WasAnaxi-  siou  is  probably  to  Anaximenes  of  Lampsacus ;  "  a 

luenes  the  ,  , 

author?  spccch  by  whom  is  extant  which  is  rather  a  defence 
of  Helen  than  an  encomium."  ^  It  appears  not  im- 
probable that  Anaximenes  may  have  been  the  real 
author  of  the  work  ascribed  to  Gorgias ;  and  that  it 
is  Anaximenes  of  whom  Isocrates  speaks.  But  on 
this  point  we  must  be  content  with  conjecture.^ 

Date.  Two  iudicatious  help  to  fix   the  time  at  which 

Isocrates  wrote.  1.  From  §  3  it  may  be  inferred 
that  Gorgias  was  dead  ;  ^   and  Gorgias   died  about 

^  Spengel,  iTway(j»y^  rexvCov,   pp.  this  fact  in  support  of  the  theory 

74,  75.  that  Anaximenes  is  meant,  he  does 

*  See  this  uirMeffis  in   Benseler*s  not  say  that  there  is  any  work  by 

edition  of  Isocrates,  voL  i.  p.  Ix.  Gorgias  to  which  a  reference  can  be 

'  Blass  {AU,  Bereds,  p.  66)  thinks  supposed  ?  If  he  had  known  of  any 
it  unlikely  that  Anaximenes  is  the  £ncomium  by  Gorgias  corresponding 
writer  meant  by  Isocrates.  The  to  the  description  of  Isocrates,  he 
author  of  the  Argument  notices  also  would  surely  have  mentioned  it,  as 
the  view  that  Gorgias  is  the  writer  he  mentions  the  Encomium  by  Ana- 
alluded  to.  This,  Blass  thinks,  shows  ximenes.  I  am  strongly  inclined  to 
that  an  Encomium  of  the  kind  believe  that  the  speech  extant  under 
described  was  then  extant  under  the  name  of  Gorgias  was  known  to 
the  name  of  Gorgias  ;  and  this,  he  the  writer  of  the  Greek  Argument 
argues,  can  hardly  be  other  than  only  as  the  work  of  Anaximenes. 
the  Encomium  which  we  possess.  *  Spengel,  <rw,  rexv,  p.  74.  Among 
But,  then,  is  it  not  singular  that,  ''Protagoras  and  the  sophists  of 
while  the  author  of  the  Argument  thai  day'''  Gorgias  is  mentioned  as 
mentions  the  fact  of  such  a  work  he  **wAo  presumed  to  say,"  etc.  : 
by  Anaximenes  existing,  and  cites  §  3. 
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380  B.C.  2.  In  §  1  there  is  an  allusion  to  the  three 
chief  Socratic  sects — the  Cynics,  the  Academy,  the 
Megarics.  These  sects  must  have  already  been  ma- 
ture. The  language  implies  further  that  Antisthenes, 
founder  of  the  Cynics — who  died  about  366  B.c. — is 
still  alive.  The  Encomium  may  probably  be  put 
about  370  B.c.^ 

"  There  are  persons  who  pride  themselves  on  being  able  Analysis, 
to  treat  tolerably  some  paradoxical  thesis: — as  that  one 
cannot  lie ;  that  courage,  wisdom,  justice,  are  the  same  thing 
— namely,  knowledge ;  that  nothing  exists ;  that  the  same 
things  are  at  once  possible  and  impossible.  This  style  of 
discussion  has  not  even  the  charm  of  novelty.  Wlio  does 
not  know  the  paradoxes  of  Protagoras  and  Gorgias,  of  Zenon 
and  Melissus?  The  experts  in  this  jugglery  would  do 
better  if  they  took  subjects  which  had  some  bearing  on 
practical  life.  But  in  fact  their  only  aim  is  to  get  money 
from  young  men,  whom  these  subtleties  amuse.  The  pupils 
have  an  excuse;  the  teachers  have  nona  Some  of  the 
impostors  go  so  far  as  to  maintain  that  beggars  and  exiles 
are  more  enviable  than  other  men.  Preference  for  such 
themes  is  a  sure  sign  of  weakness.  If  a  man  wishes  to 
prove  himself  a  good  athlete,  he  does  not  go  to  a  palaestra 
which  he  will  have  all  to  himself.  A  panegyrist  of  bees  or 
of  salt^  has  no  difficulty  in  appearing  equal  to  his  subject. 

^  Thompson,    Phaedr^    Appendix  no    purpose    but    that    of    giving 

II.    p.    175.      The    references    are  trouble  to  their  pupils" — the  Eristic, 

thus  marked :— (1)  Cynics,     "  Those  '  Cf.    Plat.    Symp.    177    b,    dXX' 

who  have  grown  gray" — where  the  fycirye  ^17  rtvl  ivhvxov  pipXltp  di'- 

tense,  KaTaytyfipdKaauf,  suggests  that  ^p^  ffo^ov  iv  (S  iinj<rap  d\es  iirai- 

Antisthenes  was  alive — "in  assert-  t^ow   daufidffiow  (xowrts   vpbt  Ct' 

ing  that   it   is   impossible   to   lie,"  4>i\€iaw'    koI    AXXa    rouLvra    (rvxvd 

etc. — alluding    to  the   Cynic    para-  tdois  Atf  iyKeKto/uafffUi^a,     Besides  his 

dozes.     (2)  Academy,     **  Those  who  encomium  on  mice  (Ar.  JtheL  11.  24) 

hold  that  Valour,  Wisdom,  Justice  Polycrates  wrote  in  praise  of  x^P^ 

are  the  same  thing,"  etc.     (3)  Mega-  and  ^0oc  (Menander  rhetor,  p.  611 

rics,     *' Those  who  pass  their  time  Aid.), 
in  disputes  {(pidat)  w^hich  can  serve 


loo  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

But  it  is  harder  to  rise  to  the  height  of  a  gi'eat  argument. 
On  this  ground  I  give  all  praise  to  the  writer  on  Helen — 
for  celebrating  one  who  was  brilliant  beyond  compare  in 
birth,  beauty,  and  fame.  One  point,  however,  has  escaped 
him — that,  while  he  professes  to  have  written  an  encomium, 
he  has,  in  fact,  offered  a  defence.  And — lest  I  seem  to  be 
doing  what  is  so  easy — blaming  the  work  of  others  without 
showing  my  own — I  will  myself  attempt  to  speak  of  Helen, 
omitting  all  that  has  been  said  by  others  (§§  1-15). 

"  Of  all  the  children  whom  Zeus  begat,  the  dearest  to 
him  were  those  of  whom  Alcmene  and  Leda  were  the 
mothers.  Heracles  and  Helen  were  both  destined  by  him 
to  deathless  life  in  heaven  and  deathless  fame  on  earth ; 
but  to  Heracles  he  gave  strength — to  Helen,  that  beauty 
which  vanquishes  the  strong  (^  16-17). 

"  Her  first  lover  was  Theseus,  called  the  son  of  Aegeus, 
but  in  truth  the  son  of  Poseidon.  He  fell  in  love  with  her 
when  she  was  yet  a  young  girl ;  and  when  Tyndareus  rejected 
his  suit,  bore  her  away  from  Lacedaemon  to  Aphidna  in  Attica. 
Theseus.  "  Now  the  man  who  thus  loved  her  stands  alone  in  com- 

pleteness of  merit,  having  not  some  great  qualities,  but  all. 
Contemporary  with  Heracles,  he  rivalled  him.  Both  were 
athletes  in  the  cause  of  human  life ;  but  with  a  difference  : 
— the  exploits  of  Heracles  redounded  more  to  his  own 
glory — those  of  Theseus,  to  the  good  of  others.  Many 
deeds  prove  his  courage  and  his  reverence  for  the  gods.  His 
wisdom  and  moderation  were  proved  by  this, — that  he  was 
I  the  first  who  joined  Monarchy  to  Political  Equality : 
gathered  scattered  villages  into  one  town  ;  and  opened  to  all 
\  its  citizens  a  free  career,  making  their  goodwill  his  body- 
\  guai-d^  (^  18-38). 

"When  Theseus  descended  with  Peirithous  to  Hades, 
Helen  returned  to  Sparta.  The  oath  taken  by  her  suitors — 
that  he  who  won  her  should,  if  robbed  of  her,  be  helped  by 

^  §  37.     For  the  Isocratic  view  of  Theseus,  cf.  note  on  PancUhm,  §  126. 
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the  rest — showed  their  foresight  of  the  strife  which  she 
must  cause.  That  foresight  proved  true,  though  the  private 
hope  of  each  was  baffled.  Alexander,  son  of  Priam,  was  Paris, 
chosen  umpire  of  beauty  by  the  goddesses.  Hera  offered 
him  the  sovereignty  of  Asia, — Athena,  victory  in  war, — 
Aphrodite,  the  hand  of  Helen.  He  could  not  tell  which 
goddess  was  fairest ;  but  he  knew  wliich  offered  the  best 
gift.  He  chose  Helen ;  desiring  not  her  beauty  alone,  but 
to  be  allied  with  Zeus.  Have  those  who,  looking  to  the 
sequel,  blamed  his  choice,  a  judgment  better  than  that  to 
which  gods  deferred  ?  Or  do  they  blame  him  for  electing 
to  live  with  her  for  whom  demigods  were  content  to  die  ? 
(S  39-48). 

"  And  who  would  have  scorned  wedlock  with  her  for  The  war  of 
whose  sake  all  the  Hellenes  went  to  war  as  if  Hellas  had  ^* 
been  ravaged  ?  They  regarded  the  issue  as  lying,  not  be- 
tween Alexander  and  Menelaus,  but  between  Europe  and 
Asia.  The  land  which  held  Helen  must  be  most  blest. 
As  thought  men,  so  thought  the  gods.  Zeus  sent  his  son 
Sarpedon,  Eos  sent  her  Memnon,  Poseidon  sent  Cycnus, 
Thetis  sent  Achilles,  to  a  fate  which  they  foreknew,  but 
which,  they  deemed,  could  not  be  more  glorious  (§§  49—53). 

"  And  naturally :  for  Helen  was  endowed  beyond  com-  The  power 
pare  with  beauty — the  most  august,  the  most  honoured,  the  ^  **"  ^ 
most  divine  of  all  things ;  the  quality  for  which,  if  absent, 
nothing  can  make  up;  which,  where  it  is  present,  wins 
goodwill  at  first  sight ;  which  makes  service  sweet  and  un- 
tiring, which  makes  tasks  seem  favours ;  beauty,  the  pro- 
fanation of  which  by  those  who  possess  it  we  deem  a  crime 
more  shameful  than  any  wrong  which  they  can  do  to  others, 
while  we  honour  for  all  their  days  those  who  guard  it  sacred 
as  a  shrine  (§§  54-58). 

"  Before  beauty  Zeus  himself  is  humble — approaching  it  and  of 
by  craft  often,  never  with  violence ;  it  is  beauty  which  has 
raised  most  mortals  to  the  gods  (^  59-60). 
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"  Helen's  power  was  proportionate  to  her  supremacy  in 
this  gift.  She  became  not  only  immortal  but  omnipotent. 
When  her  brothers  were  already  the  prisoners  of  Death,  she 
lifted  them  to  heaven ;  and  in  token  of  the  change,  set  in 
the  sky  that  star  to  which  storm-tost  sailors  pray.  To 
Menelaus,  too,  she  gave  deliverance  from  earthly  troubles, 
and  a  place  in  heaven  at  her  side ;  and  at  this  day,  at 
Therapnae  in  Lacedaemon,  Helen  and  Menelaus  are  wor- 
shipped, not  as  blessed  spirits  only,  but  as  gods.  When 
Stesichorus  blasphemed  her,  she  struck  him  blind;  and 
when  he  recanted,  gave  him  back  his  sight.  Some  of  the 
Homeridae  say,  too,  that  it  was  Helen  who  stood  by  Homer 
in  the  night,  and  bade  him  sing  the  War  of  Troy.  Seeing 
then  that  she  can  punish  and  can  reward,  let  rich  men 
honour  her  with  gifts,  wise  men  with  praise  (^  61—66). 

"  More  than  has  been  said  remains  imtold.  Besides  the 
arts,  the  ideas,  the  other  gains  which  Greece  owes  to  her 
and  to  the  Trojan  War,  it  owes  its  very  freedom  from  the 
barbarian.  Before  that  time,  Greece  was  a  refuge  for  un- 
lucky foreigners — for  Danaus,  for  Cadmus,  for  Pelops,  for 
the  Carians  who  settled  in  the  islands.  After  the  war,  our 
race  grew  strong  enough  to  conquer  towns  and  territor)^ 
from  the  alien.  If  others  choose  to  work  out  this  theme, 
they  will  find  no  lack  of  matter  for  past  praise  of  Helen  " 
(^  67-69). 

The  Encomium  on  Helen  is,  as  a  composition, 
greatly  superior  to  the  Busiris.  The  eflfort  to  adorn 
an  ungrateful  theme  renders  the  Busiris  constrained 
and  somewhat  frigid ;  here,  there  is  more  freedom 
and  more  glow.  But  the  principle  of  the  two  pieces 
is  the  same.  Isocrates  conceived  that  dignity  and 
gravity  might  be  added  to  encomia  of  the  con- 
ventional type  by  connecting  with  mythical  sub- 
ject-matter some  topic  of  practical  interest,  political 
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or  moral ;  and  he  was  willing  to  allow  to  such  topic 
a  greater  prominence  than  its  bearing  on  the  special 
subject  could  warrant.  This  purpose  is  served  in  the 
BusiTn^  by  the  discourse  on  the  institutions  of  Egypt ; 
in  the  Helen  by  the  devotion  of  a  large  space  to  the 
reforms  of  Theseus. 

3.  Evagoras.  [Or.  ix.] — On  the  occasion  of  a  festi-  n.  3.  The 
val  held  by  Nicocles  in  memory  of  his  father  Evagoras,  ^'"^""- 
Isocrates  sends  this  encomium  as  his  tribute.     The 

words  in  §   78 — (iroXKaKi^    a-oi   SuiKeKevofiac    irepl   r£v 

avT&v) — have  been  taken  as  indicating  the  Letter 
To  NicocleSy  and  as  showing,  therefore,  that  the  Eva- 
goras is  later  than  that  work.^  The  scholiast  further 
remarks  that,  though  the  speech  is  an  epitaphios,  it 
lacks  two  regular  elements  of  such  a  composition — 
the  lament  (to  OptfvriTCKov)  at  the  beginning  and  the 
consolation  (to  irapafivOrjTCKov)  at  the  end ;  a  fact 
for  which  he  accounts  on  the  supposition  that 
many  years  had  elapsed  since  the  death  of  Evago- 
ras.2  Neither  this  inference  nor  that  drawn  from 
§  78  appears  safe.  Another,  perhaps  of  greater 
weight,  may  however  be  derived  from  another  cir- 
cumstance. The  death  of  Evagoras  was  violent. 
He  was  assassinated  in  374  b.c.  by  Thrasydaeus,  a 
eunuch  whose  master,  one  Nicocreon,  had  just  fled 
from  Salamis  on  the  detection  of  a  plot  against  the 
king's  life.^  Now,  §§  70-72  of  this  speech  are  so 
worded  as  to  imply,  without  saying,  that  Evagoras 

^  The    scholiast   who    wrote    the  Iteden,  Part  i.  p.  31. 
argmnent  to  Or.  9  takes  this  view  '  See  the  scholium  on  Or.  9,  §  1 

(Sauppe,    0.  A,   11.  p.  8) :    and  so  (Sauppe,  0.  A,  11.  p.  9). 
Dr.  0.  Schneider,  laocr.  AusgewdhlU         '  Cf.  Grote,  c.  76,  vol.  x.  p.  32. 
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had  closed  a  prosperous  life  by  a  happy  death.  ^  If 
Isocrates  had  been  writing  while  the  memory  of  the 
king's  death  was  fresh,  could  he  have  written  thus  ? 
The  Letter  To  Nicocles  may,  as  we  saw,  be  placed  in 
374  or  373,  the  Nicocles  between  372  and  365.  The 
Evagoras  is  probably  as  late  as  365  ;  possibly  later. -^ 
The  speech  is  arranged  as  follows : — I.  Proem, 
§§  1-11.  11.  Evagoras:  (1)  his  lineage  and  his 
acquisition  of  the  throne,  §§  12-40  :  (2)  his  character, 
and  his  domestic  reforms,  §§  41-50 :  (3)  his  wars, 
§§  51-64  :  (4)  general  retrospect  of  his  career,  §§65- 
72.     III.  Hortatory  conclusion,  §§  73-81. 

Analysis.  I.    "Seeing  you,  Nicocles,  bringing  costly  offerings  to 

the  tomb  of  your  father, — honouring  his  obsequies  with 
contests  of  athletes  and  of  poets,  with  chariot-races  and 
trireme-races, — I,  too,  wish  to  bring  my  tribute.  If  the 
soul  of  Evagoras  is  aware  of  what  is  done  on  earth,  I  believe 
that  notliing  could  be  more  gratefid  to  him  than  the  com- 
memoration of  his  virtues  and  his  trials.  The  splendour  of 
shows,  the  rivalry  of  self-glorifying  poets,  does  not  supply 
this ;  plain  prose,  then,  shall  attempt  it.  If  it  were  the 
fashion  to  extol  contemporary,  instead  of  ancient  heroes,  a 
double  gain  would  accrue ;  the  panegyrist  would  be  forced 
to  respect  truth,  and  his  hearers  would  be  encouraged  to 
effort  by  the  hope  of  praise.  Envy  liinders  this.  But  the 
custom  prescribed  by  envy  must  be  broken  through ;  with- 

^§  71,   icdXXiffTa    KTiffffdfievos    r^v  alive:  Antid.  %  67.     We  get  no  help, 

Poffikelav  iv  ToXmQ  dieriXeffc  rbv  filov  then,  from  §  8,  in  which  this  speech 

...TwrovTov   8*  ipL<a  xp^^^v  Chttc  fi-^  is   said   to   be    the    first   encomium 

ToO  yfiptas  Afwipot  ytyiffdai  fii/p-e  riav  of  the  kind  ever  written  in  prose. 

v6ffuv  /uToaxcuf  tuv  dtd  raOrriv  rijv  This  only  shows   the  speech   to  be 

rlXucicw  yiyvoiUvtav,  earlier  than  351  B.c.  (Schiifer:  Clinton, 

*  The  Evagoras  cannot,  of  course,  352),  in  which  year  Artemisia  pro- 
be latter  than  853,  since  in  353—  i>osed  a  contest  of  prose  iyKibfua  in 
which  may  be  assumed  as  the  date  of  honour  of  MausOlus  (above,  p.  10). 
the  Aniidosis — Nicocles  is  no  longer 
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out  innovation  there  can  be  no  improvement.  The  task  is 
hard,  since  prose  does  not  command  the  graces  of  poetry ; 
yet  it  shall  be  tried  whether  merit  cannot  be  praised  with- 
out the  help  of  metre  ^  (§§  1-11). 

II.  "  The  descent  of  Evagoras,  well  known  though  it  be, 
must  be  mentioned.  The  house  of  the  Aeacidae,  the  noblest 
in  Greece,  was  founded  by  a  son  of  Zeus,  Aeacus,  to  whom 
stands  the  temple  in  Aegina — a  memorial  of  that  inter- 
cession with  his  father  by  which  he  once  delivered  Greece 
from  a  sore  drought  (§  18).  From  Aeacus  sprang  Peleus 
and  Telamon ;  from  Peleus,  Achilles ;  from  Telamon,  Aias 
and  Teucrus.  Teucrus,  after  the  taking  of  Troy,  founded 
in  Cyprus  the  town  of  Salamis  and  the  present  dynasty 
(^  12-18). 

"  That  dynasty  has  not,  however,  reigned  uninterruptedly.  How 
A  Phoenician  exile  came  of  old  to  Cyprus ;  won  the  trust  woBrthe* 
of   the    king ;    ousted    him,   and    took    his    throne.^     The  **^°«- 
usurper's  descendants  still  ruled  when  Evagoras  was  bom. 


*  §  11.  Isocrates  appears  to  mean 
that  the  iyKtbfua  recited  at  banquets, 
in  honour  of  living  victors  at  the 
games,  etc,  or  at  funeral  festivals  in 
honour  of  the  dead,  had  hitherto 
al\%-ays  been  in  verse.  Prose  encomia 
on  mythical  or  other  subjects  had, 
of  course,  long  been  in  vogue  ob  exer- 
cises with  the  Sophists, — such  as  the 
Helenae  encomium  and  the  Busiris  of 
Isocrates  himself. 

^  §  19.  /rard  fiiv  ^PX^*  ^  yeyo- 
p6t€s  drb  TeiJ/cpou  t^v  poffiXtlay  €lxov' 
Xp6pip  8*  Harepov  d«puc6fuyos  ix  ^^• 
vlKrjs  d¥i}p  <pvydSf  ic.t.X.  When  Eva- 
goras was  born,  the  descendants 
(fKywoi)  of  this  man  were  ruling: 
§21. 

Isocrates  conceived  the  Phoenician 
usurper  as  having  seized  the  throne 
at  some  time — he  [did  not  know  at 
precisely  what  time — long  after  the 
first  establishment  of   the   Teucrid 


dynasty ;  but  also  long  before  the 
birth  of  Evagoras.  A  succession  of 
Phoenician  kings  had  reigned  over 
Salamis  in  the  meantime.  This  is 
intimated  not  only  in  §§  19-21,  but 
also  in  §  47,  where  Salamis  is  de- 
scribed as  having  been  barbarised  did 

At  the  time  of  the  Ionian  revolt 
(500  B.C.)  Salamis  was  governed  by 
Greek  princes  (Her.  v.  104-U4) ; — 
the  appearance  in  whose  family  of 
the  Phoenician  name  Siromos  (Hiram) 
may  perhaps  be  accounted  for,  as 
Professor  Rawlinson  suggests,  by 
intermarriage.  Mr.  Qrote  would 
place  the  dispossession  of  the  Greek 
dynarty  by  the  Phoenician  usurper 
about  450  b.c.  (c.  76 :  vol.  x.  p.  21). 
This  seems  very  probable.  But  to 
my  mind  the  words  of  Isocrates  con- 
vey the  notion  that  he,  at  any  rate, 
imagined  the  Phoenician  usurpation 
to  have  taken  place  much  earlier. 
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Distinguished  in  youth  by  beauty,  strength,  temperance,  in 
early  manhood  by  courage,  wisdom,  justice,  Evagoras  gave 
uneasiness,  but  not  alarm,  to  the  reigning  housa  He  seemed 
too  brilliant  for  a  private  lot,  and  yet  too  honest  to  snatch 
a  royal  one.  Fortune  fulfilled  both  auguries.  It  gave  him 
a  crown  without  driving  him  to  a  crime.  One  of  the 
powerful  nobles^  formed  a  conspiracy  against  the  despot, 
and  slew  him ;  and  sought  at  the  same  time  to  lay  hands 
upon  Evagoras,  who  fled  to  Soli  in  Cilicia.  He  there  rallied 
round  him  a  band  of  fifty  men  ;  landed  with  them  in  Cyprus  ; 
and,  forcing  his  way  the  same  night  into  Salamis,  attacked 
the  palace.  The  mass  of  the  inhabitants  standing  neutral, 
he  succeeded  in  taking  it ;  expelled  the  usurpers ;  and  re- 
stored the  sceptre  to  his  own  house*  (^19-32). 

"  If  I  were  to  say  no  more,  the  surpassing  merit  of 
Evagoras  would  have  been  sufficiently  proved.  No  hero  of 
legend  or  of  history  ever  won  kingly  power  in  a  manner  so 
brilliant.  Take  the  most  famous  instance  of  all — that  of 
the  elder  Cyrus,  who  transferred  the  empire  from  the 
Modes  to  the  Persians.  Cyrus  conquered  by  his  army ; 
Evagoras  by  his  own  courage:  Cyrus  slew  his  mother's 
father;  Evagoras  incurred  no  guilt"  (^  33-40). 

"  His  use  of  power  was  worthy  of  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  gained  it     Gifted  with  great  and  ready  talents,  he 

^  §  32.      eff  7&P  rQ»v  dwaarev-  Afxoipos  {%  71).     Andocides  is  said  to 

bvTiav  inpovkci^a'as  rbv  re  rdpavvov  have  yisited  Cyprus  just  after  the  fall 

dWirretye,  jc.t.X.     By  61  Swaarej^pres  of  the  Four  Hundred,   which  took 

here  Isocrates  seems  to  mean    the  place  in  the  autumn  of  411  b.c.,  and 

great  men  of  Salamis.     The  slayer  of  to  have  found  Evagoras  reigning  at 

the  Phoenician  usurper  was  Abdgmon  Salamis :  [Lys.]  in  Andoc.  §  28.    Mr. 

— a  Citian,  according  to  Theopompus  Grote  concludes  that  Evagoras  began 

(frag.  Ill) :  a  Tyrian,  according  to  to  reign  ** about  411  or  410  B.C."  (411 

Diodorus  (xiv.  98).     Movers  thinks  b.c.  is  probably  the  latest  year  we 

that  he  may  have  been  a  native  of  can  take)^U8tly  observing  thaf  he 

Citium  who  had  migrated  fromSalamis  must  have  been  a  prince  not  merely 

to  Tyre  (Grote,  x.  p.  22,  note  1).  established,  but  powerful,  when  he 

^  The  date  of  the  restoration  of  ventured  to  harbour  Conon  in  405 

the    Teucrid   dynasty  by  Evagoras  b.c.,  after  the  battle  of  Aegospotami." 

cannot  be  exactly  determined.    At  (voL  x.  p.  25). 
his  death  in  374  b.c.  he  was  o^  y^pus 
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was  at  the  same  time  minutely  and  incessantly  diligent. 
He  attended  personally  to  all  affairs ;  knew  every  citizen ; 
did  nothing  on  hearsay.     The  love  of  the  gods  for  him,  and 
his  own  love  of  men,  were  so  apparent  in  his  government  1 
that  strangers  visiting  Cyprus  envied  the  subjects  no  less  \ 
than  the  king.     Enemies  found  him  resistless,  friends  pliant ;  | 
he  was  dignified,  but  never  harsh ;  consistent  in  deeds  as  in  / 
words ;  versatile  in  taking  from  every  form  of  constitution 
its  best  part ;  at  once  a  friend  of  the  people,  a  large-minded 
statesman,  and  a  far-seeing  general  (§§  41—46). 

"  The  history  of  his  i-eign  will  be  found  to  justify  these  His  re- 
praises.  He  found  the  State  barbarised  by  the  Phoenicians ;  cypniH!* 
ignorant  of  arts,  without  commerce,  without  even  a  harbour ; 
at  enmity  with  all  Hellas.^  He  not  only  repaired  these 
evils,  but  acquired  territory,  built  forts,  created  a  fleet,  and 
thus  put  his  city  on  a  par  with  any  in  Greece.  His  civil- 
ising influence  reached  even  the  barbarian  countries  adjacent 
to  Cj'prus.  That  island  itself  became  a  resort  of  distin- 
guished settlers  from  the  rest  of  Greece*  (^  47-50). 

"  Foremost  among  these  was  Conon.  The  friendship,  His  friend- 
closer  than  kinship,  which  at  once  sprang  up  between  him  conom 
and  Evagoras  was  strengthened  by  the  bond  of  a  common 
sympathy  for  humiliated  Athens.  That  Persia  made  the 
war  against  Sparta  a  maritime  and  not  a  land  war,  was  due 
to  the  joint  council  of  Conon  and  of  Evagoras.  They  saw 
that  a  victory  on  the  Asiatic  continent  could  benefit  only 
the  Asiatic  Greeks ;  but  that  a  victory  at  sea  must  benefit 


^  §  47.  The  disposition  of  Phoe- 
nicians in  Cyprus  towards  Hellenic 
visitors  at  this  period  is  strikingly 
illustrated,  as  Mr.  Grote  observes  (x. 
p.  22  n.),  by  [Lys.]  in  Andoc.  §  26  : 
juerd  d^  ravra  fwXevffev  (*AvdoKlSris) 
Cm  rbf  KiTiiufv  /3a<riX^a,  xal  TfH^iSoits 
Xrjipdels  VT*  a^ou  iM%  kqX  oi  n6vov 
66»aTov  ^^ojSctro  dXXd  TiLKa$\iifi4pav 
alKifffiaraf  oU/xeyos  rd  dxpuT'^pia 
^tavTos  dTOTfiridi^<r€<rdat. 


2  The  years  418-406  were  years  of 
great  distress  for  Athens  ;  and,  after 
405,  cases  of  banishment  and  con- 
fiscation were  numerous  in  every  city 
where  there  was  a  Spartan  decarcby. 
Thus  the  early  years  of  the  reign  of 
£vagoras  coincided  with  a  period 
when  such  a  refuge  as  Salamis  was 
likely  to  attract  the  greatest  number 
of  settlers.     See  Grote,  x.  p.  26. 
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all  Hellas.  And  so  it  proved.  The  battle  of  Cnidus  was 
fought,  and  the  bondsmen  of  Sparta  were  freed.  Statues  of 
Conon  and  Evagoras,  placed  side  by  side  near  the  statue  of 
Zeus  the  Deliverer,  conunemorated  the  gratitude  of  Athens 
(§§  51-57). 

"  Meanwhile  Artaxerxes  had  viewed  uneasily  the  genius 
and  the  fortune  of  Evagoras ;  and  he  now  seized  a  pretext 
for  hostilities.  Though  utterly  without  material  resources, 
Evagoras,  by  his  own  ability  and  that  of  his  son  Pnytagoras, 
triumphed  more  marvellously  than  before.  He  reduced 
almost  the  whole  of  Cyprus ;  ravaged  Phoenicia ;  stormed 
Tyre ;  threw  Cilicia  into  revolt ;  filled  Persia  with  mourn- 
ing and  with  loathing  of  the  war,  until,  against  all  precedent, 
the  Great  King  made  peace  before  the  rebels  were  in  his 
hands.^  In  a  war  of  less  than  three  years,  Persia  had 
stripped  Sparta  of  Empire ;  after  a  war  of  ten  years,^  Persia 
was  compelled  to  leave  Evagoras  in  full  possession  of  his 
kingdom  (g  57-64). 

"  Legend  celebrates  the  conquest,  by  united  Hellas,  of 
the  town  of  Troy ;  but  must  not  that  achievement  yield  to 
the  defeat,  by  the  single  city  of  Salamis,  of  all  Asia  ?  Or 
where  in  history  is  the  man  who,  after  winning  a  throne 
and  civilising  a  kingdom,  won  victories  which  changed  the 
destinies  of  a  race  ?  It  is  hard  to  decide  whether  Evagoras 
is  most  admirable  for  his  warfare  against  Sparta,  for  his 
warfare  against  Persia,  for  his  acquisition  or  for  his  exercise 
of  power. 


^  §  64.  396-394  B.C.  Isocrates 
considers  the  war  between  Persia  and 
Sparta  as  having  virtually  begun  in 
396  B.O. — in  which  year  Agesilaus 
took  the  command  in  Asia,  and  Conon 
took  the  chief  command  of  the  Persian 
fleet.  He  considers  that  Persia  took 
away  the  empire  (d^elXrro  tV  ^PX^^) 
of  Sparta  by  the  victory  of  Cnidus  in 
394. 

This  is,  of  course,  a  rhetorical  ex- 


aggeration ;  for  though  it  is  true  that 
the  maritime  power  of  Sparta  was 
crushed  at  Cnidus,  the  Spartan  ipxh 
in  Hellas  lasted  till  Leuctra.  The 
three  years*  .war  spoken  of  here  is 
called  6  vbXefioi  b  vepi  'P65ov  in 
Panegyr,  §  142. 

2  §  64.  Probably  385-376  b.c. 
The  date  of  the  war  is  discussed  in  a 
note  on  Pajiegi/r.  §  134. 
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"  If  the  gods  ever  bestowed  immortality  in  reward  for 
virtue,  surely  it  may  be  deemed  that  they  have  given  it  to 
Evagoras.  During  his  lifetime,  their  favour  graced  him 
with  all  gifts  of  mind  and  body,  with  unchanging  prosperity, 
with  fame,  with  years,  with  noble  children  (§§  65-72). 

"  Failing  powers  have  not  suffered  me  to  praise  Evagoras 
aright ;  yet  a  slight  tribute,  at  least,  has  been  offered ;  and 
the  portrait  of  a  man's  character  is  a  better  memorial  than 
an  image  of  his  body.  For  you,  Nicocles,  and  for  your 
children,  that  character  should  be  a  spur  to  excellence. 
Most  men  have  to  take  example  ft*om  strangers ;  you  need 
not  go  beyond  your  own  family.  I  did  not  forget  that  you 
have  begun  your  course  well ;  I  exhort  you  only  as  by- 
standers cheer  a  runner  who  is  winning.  Persevere,  and 
you  will  prove  worthy  of  yourself"  (§§  73-81). 

The  Evagoras  is  professedly  an  encomium ;  but  the  J^ 
praise  which  it  awards  does  not,  on  the  whole,  appear 
to  be  exaggerated.  The  chief  facts  known  about 
Evagoras  speak  for  themselves;  they  show  him  to 
have  been  a  man  of  unusually  strong  character,  and 
of  great  abilities  both  military  and  political.  A 
memoir  of  him  is  valuable  not  only  on  this  account, 
but  also  on  account  of  the  peculiar  position  in  which 
he  was  placed.  Cyprus  was  divided  between  Phoeni- 
cian settlements,  such  as  Citium  and  Paphus,  and 
later  Greek  settlements,  such  as  Salamis  and  Soli. 
But  the  bulk  of  the  population  was,  till  long  after  the 
time  of  Evagoras,  Phoenician  ;^  and  continual  contact 
with  the  non-hellenic  East  must  always  have  tended 
to  depress  the  Greek  element  in  Cyprus.  Evagoras  The 
was  the  champion  of  Hellenism  against  barbarism  at  saiamia  an 
this  outpost ;  first,  as  restorer  of  that  Greek  civilisa-  HeUas.  ° 

^  See  Professor  Rawlinson's  note  (8)  on  Herod,  y.  104. 
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tion  which  the  Phoenician  and  Tyrian  masters  of 
Salamis  had  eflfaced;  afterwards,  as  antagonist  of 
Persia  in  a  War  of  Independence.  Perhaps  the  most 
striking  passage  in  the  memoir  is  that  which  describes 
how  commerce,  arts,  letters,  humane  intercourse  with 
the  outer  world,  having  become  extinct  under  the  rule 
of  the  barbarian,  speedily  sprang  into  a  new  life  under 
the  rule  of  the  Hellene.^ 
IV.  4.  Pan-  4.  Panathenaicxis.  [Or.  xii.] — Isocrates  began 
the  Pano^Aenaici^  when  he  was  94  years  of^age  (§3) 


— i,e,  in  342  B.c.  A  celebration  of  the  Great  Pan- 
athenaea — mentioned  in  §  17 — ^feU  in  Hecatombaeon 
(July-August)  of  that  year,  the  third  of  Olympiad 
cix.  It  was  probably  the  original  intention  of  Iso- 
crates that  his  speech  should  be  published  at  this 
festival,  as  the  PanegyHcus  was  probably  published  . 
at  01ymj)ia  :  thus  in  §  135  he  defends  himself  against 
the  charge  of  discussing  subjects  unsuited  to  a  great 
festal  gathering.  But  this  design,  if  he  entertained 
it,  was  frustrated.  He  had  written  about  half  the 
discourse  when  he  fell  ill  (§  267) ;  but  at  last  it  was 
completed  and  published  when  he  was  ninety-seven 

Date.        years  old  (§  270),  i.e.  in  339.     It  is  thus  the  latest 
of  his  works.  ^ 

Analysis.  "  The  Panatkenatciis  falls  into  three  parts.  I.  §§  1- 
34  :  Introduction?  Of  these  sections  only  §§  1-4  are  i 
properly  introductory.  The  rest — §§  5-34 — form 
a  parenthetical  defence  of  his  "philosophy"  gener- 
ally^ in  reply  to  an  attack  made  upon  him  by  some 
*'  vulgar ''  (a/yeXalot)  sopliists  "  a  little  before  the  Great 

1  §§  47-50.  \nth  the  irayrdwaa-iv  &r€iprjKu;s  of  tlic 

2  The  ifdri  dir«p77<cci$  of  §  268  tallies       Third  Letter  (§  4)— written  in  338. 
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Panathenaea"  (§  17).— II.  §§  35-198.  The  praises 
of  Athens. — III.  §§  199-265.  A  supplement,  in 
which  the  author  notices  certain  criticisms  upon  his 
work,  and  relates  the  circumstances  under  which  it 
was  composed. 

I.  "  In  my  younger  days  I  used  to  write,  not  on  legends 
or  remote  history,  nor  in  forensic  causes,  but  on  practical 
interests  of  Athens  and  Hellas — bringing  to  bear  upon  these 
all  the  resources  of  rhetoric.  Such  subjects  and  such  a 
style  do  not  now  become  my  ninety-four  years ;  rather  it 
becomes  me  to  speak  as  all  men  are  apt  to  thiuk  that  they 
could  if  they  would,  but  as  none  can  without  toil 

"  I  shall  speak  of  the  deeds  of  Athens  and  the  goodness  a  i)6r8onai 
of  our  ancestors.  But  first  I  must  touch  upon  a  personal 
matter.  All  my  days  I  have  been  misrepresented  by  obscure 
and  worthless  sophists,  and  misjudged  by  those  who  knew 
me  but  from  hearsay.  Health,  wealth,  a  certain  repute 
among  the  educated  have  been  mine ;  and  yet,  in  old  age, 

I  am  discontented.     Nature  denied  me  force  for  action,  and 

—  Ill  .  ^ 

gave  me  but  imperfect_  talents  for  speech^  Strength  of  I 
voice  and  firm  nerves  were  denied  to  me ;  and  at  Athens  it 
is  more  discreditable  to  lack  these  than  to  owe  money  to 
tlig  treasury.  N"ot  daunted,  however,  I  took  refuge  in  a 
literary  life;  and  hoped,  as  the  counsellor  of  Hellenic 
unity  and  of  war  against  Asia,  to  gain  more  esteem  than 
the  speakers  who  rail  against  each  other  "in  the  eccle«ia. 
This  hope  has  failed ;  I  have  been  praised, — and  slighted. 
It  is  not  strange,  indeed,  that  the  public  should  treat  me 
thus,  when  the  professional  sophists,  who  make  their  living 
by  plagiarising  from  me,  are  my  worst  enemies.  Their 
slanders  never  annoyed  me  until,  a  few  days  before  the 
Panathenaea,  I  learned  that  a  group  of  them,  talking  in  the 
Lyceum  about  Hesiod,  Homer  and  other  poets,  had  spoken 
of  me  as  scorning  all  such  subjects, — as  ignoring  all  fields 
of  thought,  all  lines  of  culture,  except  my  own.     I  thought 
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that  I  was  safe  from  a  charge  of  this  kind ;  but  I  find  that 
I  did  not  overrate  the  spite  which  has  baulked  me  of  due 
recognition.  Instead  of  retorting  upon  the  slanderers,  or 
arguing  with  those  whom  they  influence,  I  will  state  in  a 
few  words  what  my  potion  of  culture  -  is.  Geometiy, 
astrology,  eristic  dialogues  are  good  for  the  young,  if  only  as 
employmg  tnem :  but  theyttoliormake  practicaJ^nien.  By 
an  educated  man  I  imderstand  one  who  can  deal  with  all 
that  comes  upon  him  day  by  day ;  who  is  honest  and  man- 
nerly in  society ;  who  rules  his  desires ;  who  is  not  spoiled. 
by  good  fortune.  So  much  for  culture :  my  views  about 
the  poets  shall  be  set  forth  at  some  other  time.  I  have 
already  passed  the  limits  of  a  preface  (§§  1-34). 

II.  "  The  beneficence  of  Athens  to  Hellas  has  often  ere 
now  been  praised  by  me  incidentally ;  but  it  has  never  been, 
as  now,  my  special  theme.  I  am  moved  to  choose  that 
subject  at  once  by  the  intemperate  censure  and  by  the  feeble, 
or  else  extravagant,  praise  bestowed  upon  our  city ;  also  by 
my  own  advanced  age,  which  will  make  failure  pardonable 
and  success  more  creditable  (§§  35-38). 

"  As  purple  or  gold  is  most  brilliant  when  it  has  a  foil, 
Athens  will  be  best  estimated  if  we  place  beside  her 
another  great  city — Sparta  (§§  39-41). 

"  The  comparison  may  begin  from  the  Dorian  conquest 
of  the  Peloponnesus.  Now  our  ancestors  will  be  found  to 
have  cherished  loyally  the  traditions  of  the  Trojan  war — 
concord  with  Hellas,  and  enmity  against  the  barbarian. 
When  the  Cyclades,  about  which  there  had  been  disputes  in 
the  time  of  Minos,  were  at  last  seized  by  the  Carians,  Athens 
restored  them  to  the  Hellenes.^     She  founded  cities  on  either 


^  §  43.  The  relations  of  the  Ca- 
rians to  Minos  are  thus  described  by 
Herodotus  (i.  171) : — rd  74p  iraXatdv 
idm-cs  "iilCpta  re  icart^xooi  koX  KoKedfJxvoi 
Ai\cy€i  €lxov  tAi  vfyFoxn^  fp6pov  fjukv 
ovBiya  ifiroTe\4o¥T€S,  6<rov  koX  iyd  Sw- 
ar6f  elfu  fuucpdrarov  i^iK^ffOou  dxoy '  ol 


8if  6ku>s  iiivws  SioiTOf  ivX-^pow  ol  rds 
yias.  See,  as  an  excellent  comment- 
ary on  Herodotus,  Curt.  Hist.  Or. 
bk.  I.  c.  iii.  vol.  i.  pp.  71  flf.  tr. 
Ward.  Cf.  Clinton  F.  H.  i.  p.  39 : 
'*  It  seems,  however,  that  at  the  death 
of  Minos  the  Carians  retained,  or  at 
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continent,  drove  the  barbarians  from  the  Asiatic  seaboard.  Services  to 
and  taught  the  Greek  communities  how  to  live.  Sparta,  tion.^^ 
meanwhile,  careless  of  agriculture  and  of  all  civilising  arts, 
was  concentrated  upon  one  selfish  object — ^the  conquest  of 
the  Peloponnesus ;  all  of  which,  save  Argos,  fell  under  her 
power.  Thus,  so  far.  Athens  had  been  a  friend  to  Hellas ; 
Sparte^nlyjtojii^^      (^  42-48). 

"  When,  later,  Xerxes  invaded  Greece,  Sparta,  the  ruler  Services 
of  the  Peloponnesus,  sent  but  ten  triremes  to  Salamis —  ^°^ 
Athens  sent  more  than  all  the  other  states  together.     Sparta 
was  represented  by  Eurybiades,  who  all  but  ruined  Hellas ; 
Athens,  by  Themistocles,  who  saved  it  (§§  49-52). 

"  Each  of  the  two  cities  was  in  turn  empress  of  the  sea,  The  two 
and  thereby  of  the  greater  part  of  Hellas.  Athens  used  "*P*^* 
that  power  to  give  to  her  allies  the  same  form  of  government 
which  she  had  herself  found  best ;  Sparta  used  it  to  impose 
upon  her  subjects  an  unheard-of  form  of  tyranny — the 
decarchies,  which  led  to  such  enormous  evils.  We  held  our 
empire  65  years;  when  attacked  by  Greece  and  Persia 
combined,  we  resisted  ten  years,  and  afterwards  re-established 
our  power  in  less  time  than  it  had  cost  to  overthrow  it. 
The  Spartans  kept  their  empire  barely  ten  years ;  lost  it  by 
a  single  battle ;  and  have  never  recovered  it.  In  treating 
with  the  Persian  king,  we  forbade  him  to  come  west  of 
Halys  or  Phaselis;^  the  Spartans  made  him  master  of 
Hellas  (§§  53-61). 

"  Those  who  reluctantly  admit  the  positive  merits  of  The  faults 
Athens  will  perhaps  attempt  to  qualify  them  by  citing  her  compared 
crimes.     I  do  not  say  that  Athens  has  been  faultless ;  but  0/ gpj^^ 

least  recovered,    possession    of   the  pulsion  to  the  Athenians."    Clinton 

Oyclades ;  and  that  they  were  not  thinks  that  the  words  of  Isocr.  in 

finally  expelled  till  the  time  of  the  this  passage  refer ''to  tl)e  Ionic  migra- 

Ionian  colonies ;   for  Isocratet  and  tion,  when  the  colonists  seized  upon 

Plutarch  [de  exil,  p.  603  b]  describe  the  Cyclades  "  :  ib,  p.  39,  note  g, 

them  as  possessing  the  Cyclades  after  ^  §  59.     See  Panegyr,  §  115  note  : 

the  return  of  the  Heraclidae   into  Areop.  §  80  note. 
Peloponnesus,  and  ascribe  their  ex- 
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only  that,  where  she  has  sinned,  Sparta  has  sinned  more. 
We  are  accused  of  having  forced  our  allies  to  bring  their 
causes  to  our  tribunals.  Is  not  the  number  of  those 
summoned  before  our  courts  smaller  than  the  number  of 
those  whom  Sparta  put  to  death  without  trial  ?  We  are 
accused  of  having  taxed  our  allies.  But  they  paid  tribute 
of  their  own  choice,  for  their  own  defence,  out  of  property 
which  we  had  preserved  to  them ;  and,  in  return,  were 
brought  by  us  out  of  their  forlorn  condition  to  a  prosperity  as 
great  as  that  of  the  Peloponnesians  who  paid  no  impost.  We 
are  accused  of  cruelties  to  Melos,  Scione,  Torone.  If  Athens 
has  sometimes  been  guilty  in  this  respect,  the  sufferers  were 
petty  islands  or  towns ;  while  the  cities  which  Spartan 
ambition  has  made  desolate  are  the  greatest  in  the  Pelopon- 
nesus,— Messene,  which  sent  Nestor  to  Troy, — ^Argos,  which 
sent  Agamemnon  (§§  62-73). 
(Digres-  "  {^9j[s^  I  pass  by  Agamemnon  without  a  word  of  special 

me^on^  praise,  feeling  for  him,  as  I  do,  the  sympathy  of  one  who, 
like  him,  has  missed  his  due  fame  ?  What  element  of 
greatness  did  Agamemnon  lack  ?  The  only  man  who  ever 
was  leader  of  all  Hellas,  he  led  it  against  Asia,  with  kings 
for  his  subalterns ;  fought,  not  for  his  own  gain,  but  for 
the  safety  of  Greece,  against  such  foreign  adventurers  as 
Pelops,  Danaus,  Cadmus ;  and,  after  keeping  his  army  to- 
gether for  ten  years  by  his  own  ability,  took  Troy,  and 
quelled  the  insolence  of  the  barbarians.)     ^  74-87. 

"  I  was  saying  that  the  victims  of  our  severity  have  been 
insignificant ;  those  of  Sparta's  illustrious,  and,  moreover, 
her  own  allies  against  Troy ;  the  Messenians,  namely,  whom 
she  drove  from  their  country ;  and  the  Argives,  with  whom 
she  is  still  at  war.  Plataea,  the  only  city  of  Boeotia  loyal 
to  Hellas  in  the  Persian  war,  was  soon  after  taken  by 
Sparta,  and  most  of  its  citizens  were  put  to  death,  in  order 
to  please  Thebes.  Athens,  on  the  other  hand,  gave  an 
asylum  at  Naupactus  to  the  Messenians,  and  bestowed  her 
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franchise  upon  the  surviving  Plataeans  (^  88-94). — Both 
Athens  and  Sparta  are  accused  of  having  reduced  those 
cities,  of  whose  liberty  they  professed  themselves  champions, 
to  vassalage.  Now  in  the  early  history  of  Athens  there  is 
no  instance  of  her  having  aimed  at  ruling  a  single  other 
city ;  whereas  the  policy  of  Sparta  in  the  Peloponnesus  has 
been  from  the  first  aggressive.  Down  to  the  time  of  our 
disaster  at  the  Hellespont,  we  had  never  caused  in  any  city 
the  factions,  the  bloodshed,  the  revolution  which,  under 
Sparta,  became  rife  everywhere.  It  was  only  when  the 
Lacedaemonian  power,  after  having  become  the  first  in 
Greece,  began  to  decline,  that  two  or  three  of  our  generals 
were  guilty  of  imitating  in  a  few  cases  a  policy  of  which 
Sparta  had  set  the  earliest  example. 

"  Lastly,  there  is  an  offence  against  Hellas  which  Sparta 
has  committed,  but  Athens,  never.  When  most  closely 
pressed  by  her  neighbours,  Athens  has  never  forgotten  the 
enmity  which  all  Greeks  ought  to  feel  against  the  bttrbarian. 
Sparta  used  the  alliance  of  the  great  king  to  advance  her 
own  power  in  Hellas ;  and  rewarded  him  by  supporting  the 
rebel  Cyrus  with  the  forces  led  by  Clearchus.  Then,  when 
Persia  had  defeated  the  Spartans  at  Cnidus,  they  conciliated 
her  by  giving  up  the  Asiatic  Greeks  (^  95-107). 

"  Discreet  admirers  of  Sparta  will  admit  the  truth  of 
these  criticisms.  But  those  who  cannot  allow  any  fault  in 
her  will  perhaps  try  to  shift  the  ground  of  comparison  to 
the  relative  merits  of  the  Spartan  and  Athenian  Constitu- 
tions. They  will  contrast  the  temperance  and  discipline 
which  prevaU  there  with  the  Ucence  common  among  us. 

"  I  hope  to  show  the  superiority  of  the  Athenian  Con-  Athenian 
stitution — not,  indeed,  in  its  present  form,  but  in  the  form  ^jq^ 
which  it  had  under  our  ancestors ;  and  which  they  abandoned, 
not  because  they  were  dissatisfied  with  it,  but  from  necessity. 
A    land -empire  is  maintained    by  moderation    and  strict 
discipline ;  a  maritime  empire  requires  nautical  skill,  hands 
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to  row  the  ships,  and  a  certain  reckless,  piratical  spirit.  It 
was  plain  that  in  becoming  naval,  Athens  must  lose  her 
old  deconmi  and  her  hold  upon  the  afifection  of  the  allies ; 
but  even  this  was  better  than  submitting  to  the  rule  of 
Sparta. 

"The  history  of  our  ancestors*  polity  must  be  traced 
from  a  time  when  as  yet  Oligarchy  and  Democracy  were 
not;  when  barbarians  and  Greeks  alike  lived  under 
Monarchies.  If  the  savage  heroes  of  other  cities  have 
claimed  mention,  much  more  do  those  of  Athens  deserve  it. 
The  horrors  of  which,  in  those  days,  Thebes  and  Argos  were 
full,  have  supplied  endless  material  for  tragic  poets ;  Athens, 
meanwhile,  had  already  a  noble  civilisation.  The  favour  of 
the  gods  was  shown  by  this  rare  blessing — that  from 
Ericthonius  to  Theseus  the  line  of  hereditary  kings  was 
unbroken.^  Elsewhere  I  have  spoken  at  length  of  Theseus, 
or  this  would  have  been  a  fitting  time  to  celebrate  hina. 
It  was  his  glory  that  he  chose  work  before  the  mere  pleasures 
of  a  kingly  lot ;  and  that  he  shared  the  government  of  the 
city  with  the  people.  His  successors  established  a 
Democracy  tempered  with  Aristocracy.  Some  regard 
Aristocracy,  like  Timocracy,  as  a  distinct  type  of  polity.^     I 


^  §  126.  As  Mr.  Clinton  observes 
{JF,  H,  vol.  I.  c  2,  p.  61),  Isocrates 
considers  Ericthonius  properly  as  the 
first  of  the  Attic  kings.  And  it  is 
probable,  though  not  certain,  that  he 
regarded  Theseus  as  the  last.  See  § 
130 :  T6/)2  ftJtv  0^  TTJs  Brf<r4un  dperrjs 
vdv  fUp  un  oUp  t*  ^v  dinfuf^afiev... 
ir€pl  8i  Tuv  irapa\afi6vT(av  r^v  r7j% 
ir6Xewt  BioLKri<riy  ^v  iKccpos  xapiduKCv 
oi>K  (x^^  rlvas  hralyovs  eliriitv  d^iovs 

dv  etriv  elpriKibs KaTcar^airro  ydp 

SrffMKpaTLay,  This  would  naturally 
mean  that,  on  the  death  of  Theseus, 
a  Democracy  was  established.  And 
such  an  interpretation  is  in  perfect 
harmony  with  ffelen,  Encom,  §  86 — 
Hxrd'  6  tUv  (Theseus)  rhv  dijfioy  KaOiarri 


K6ptw  rifi  ToXtrefas,  ol  hk  /jl6vov  airrbv 
ApX^w  '^ioWf  ijyo6fjL€voi  viaroTipav  Kal 
KOiVfyripav  elfat  r^v  iKcLvov  /JLovapx^ay 
r^  a&rufv  dri/jLOKparlas.  It  was  not 
monarchy,  but  his  monarchy,  which 
they  preferred:  on  his  death,  then, 
they  would  have  the  democracy. 

'  §  131.  Isocrates  denies  that 
dpitrroKpaTla  and  ^  dir6  rGw  Tifirjfid' 
Ttay  iroKiTcla  are  to  be  reckoned  iv 
reus  ToXxTelcus,  See,  on  the  other 
hand,  Plato  PolU.  §  291  d,  where  the 
three  types  of  government  (as  popu- 
larly conceived)  are  said  to  be : — 
1.  Monarchy,  subdivided  into  (a) 
fioffiKeiaf  constitutional  monarchy, 
(6) Ti;/>ayWs, unconstitutional:  2.  ''The 
rule  of  the  few,"  ij  tQv  dXlyujp  dvpaa- 
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recognise  but  three  distinct  types — Oligarchy,  Democracy, 
Monarchy.  The  principle  which  selects  the  best  men  for 
office  is  applicable  to  any  one  of  these ;  and,  in  all  alike, 
insures  prosperity.  At  present  we  have  to  consider  the 
application  of  this  principle  to  Democracy  only.  If  the 
subject  seem  to  some  too  grave  for  such  an  occasion  as  this, 
it  will  at  least  interest  those  whom  I  most  wish  to  please ; 
though  I  doubt  my  own  power  of  doing  justice  to  it. 

"  The  excellence  of  the  old  Democracy  was  due  to  the  The  Old 
moral  discipline  to  which  the  people  had  been  subject  under  cra«r? 
the  monarchy.      They  did  not  forget  the  lessons  learned      ' 
then ;    they   chose    for  leaders   men  fiiendly  to  the   new 
system,  but  characterised  by  the  old  virtues  of  justice  and 
sobriety.      Under  the  presidency  of  such  men,  they  soon 
got  a  thoroughly  good  code  of  laws, — compact,  fair,  useful,    / 
and  consistent.     Officials  were  chosen  by  the  demes  and    / 
tribes,  and  looked  upon  office  as  a  task,  troublesome,  indeed, 
but  honourable.     The  punctual  discharge  of  this  task  was 
followed  by  moderate  praise  and  designation  to  some  fresh 
labour;    the  slightest  failure  in  it  was  infamy  and  ruin. 
Office,  therefore,  was  rather  shunned  than  courted  in  those 
days;    and  the  people  were   content   with  a  constitution 
which,   while    exempting   them    from  services,  gave  them 
sovereign  power  over  their  servants.      The  proof  of  this 
contentment   is  the    fact  that    the  constitution   remained 


unchanged  for  not  fewer  than  1000  years, — from  its  origin 
to  the  time  of  Solon  and  of  Peisistratus.  ^     The  latter  used 


Tela,  subdivided  into  (a)  dpteTOKparla^ 
the  good  term,  (6)  dXiyapx^oLt  the  bad : 
3.  Democracy :  of  which  the  good 
sort  and  the  bad  are  called  by  the 
same  name.  In  Aristotle  (PolUics 
III.  vi. — viii.)  we  have  three  normal 
{6f)$(U)  types — 1.  fiovapxtdt  2.  dpi<r- 
TOKparUi,  3.  iroXireia  (Republic) :  and 
three  corresponding  perversions  (xop- 
€Kpd(T€it) — 1.  rvpawviii  2.  6\iyapxio.i 
3.  SrjfxoKpaTla, 

^  §   148    oifK  i\dTTUf  x*^f^   ^^' 


The  Constitution  spoken  of  here  must 
be  that  hffjLOKparla  just  mentioned 
(§  147) — SrffMKpaHa  dfMroKparlq,  XP^' 
It^vri  (§  131)— which  succeeded  the 
Monarchy.  There  would  be  no  point 
in  the  passage  if  in  afhri  i)  ToXirefa  he 
meant  to  include  the  Monarchy.  We 
are  driven,  then,  to  infer  that  the 
Isocratean  date  for  the  close  of  the 
Monarchy  is  1560  B.C. — some  500 
years  earlier  than  the  date  assigned 
by  the  commoner  tradition  to  Codrus, 


? 
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his  demagogic  power  to  make  himself  a  despot     If  it  is 
objected  that  I  speak  too  positively  of  a  remote  past,  I  reply 
that  this  is  at  least  a  generally  credited  account  (§§  1  OS- 
ISO). 
Mutual  "  The  principles  of  the  old  polity  have  been  stated ;  it 

J^^^  remains  to  speak  of  its  results.  But  a  possible  objection 
must  first  be  met.  It  will,  perhaps,  be  said  that  both  the 
civil  and  the  military  institutions  of  Athens  in  the  earliest 
times  were  borrowed  from  Lycurgus.  The  resemblance  may 
be  allowed,  l^ut  it  was  Sparta  that  borrowed  from  us  the 
idea  of  a  Democracj  tempered  with"  Aristocracy,  and  of 
elective,  instead  of  sortitive,  offices.  The  Areiopagus,  again, 
was  the  model  of  the  Gerousia  (^  151-154). 
Military  "  As  regards  military  science,  too,  it  can  be  shown  that 

the  Spartans  did  not  practise  it  earlier,  or  use  it  better,  than 
we  did.  First,  however, — in  order  to  appreciate  the  manner 
in  which  our  ancestors  used  their  military  skill, — it  is 
necessary  to  remember  how  both  Athens  and  Sparta  dealt 
with  Hellas  after  the  Persian  wars.  They  made  peace  with 
Persia,  and  attacked  each  other.  Argos  and  Thebes  followed 
their  example ;  and  to  this  day  Persia  is  arbiter  of  Hellas 
(^  155-160). 

"  The  rulers  of  Athens  before  the  Persian  war  had  no 
aim  but  the  national  well-being.  They  mediated  between 
cities  which  were  at  variance;  drove  the  barbarian  from 
the  islands  and  coasts  which  he  had  seized ;  and  thus  gave 
the  Greeks  wealth  and  security  (^  161-167).  Their 
military  repute  may  be  judged  still  better  from  their  inter- 
ference on  behalf  of  Adrastus,  when  the  Thebans,  alarmed 
at  their  approach,  consented  to  bury  the  Argive  dead 
(^    168-171).     In   the  Panegyrims^  the  Athenians  were 

and  about  400  earlier  than  that  as-  But,  in  the  vagueness  of  the  legends 

signed  to  Theseus,  whom  (as  was  re-  about  early  Attica,  a  writer — especi- 

marked  above)   Isocrates   seems    to  ally  a  rhetorical  writer — was  at  liberty 

have  regarded  as  the  last  king.     (In  to  take  ^almost  any  round  number 

the   Encom,   Helen,    Isocr.    himself  that  suited  his  purpose, 

makes  Theseus  a  lover  of  Helen.)  ^  §  58. 
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spoken  of  as  having  prevailed  by  force ;  but  the  more  exact 
account  given  here  proves  no  less  the  fame  of  their  arms 
(§§  172-174). 

"  Further,  compare  the  early  wars  of  Sparta  with  those  Early  waw 
of  Athens.  Immediately  after  the  Dorian  conquest,  the  and  of 
aristocratic  party  became  predominant  in  Lacedaemon ;  and,  Sparta, 
instead  of  allowing  the  people  to  share  the  franchise,  fixed 
them  to  dwell  as  vassals  in  outlying  villages,  subject  not 
only  to  the  burdens  of  war,  but  to  outrage  and  death  at  the 
caprice  of  the  civic  body.  The  victories  of  our  Athenian 
ancestors  were  not  of  this  shameful  kind,  but  were  won  in 
three  different  periods  of  war  against  aliens.  One  period 
was  that  of  the  struggle  with  Xerxes ;  another,  that  of  the 
war  for  the  possession  of  the  Asiatic  colonies, — in  which 
no  Dorian  took  part.  In  the  third  (the  earliest)  period, 
Thracians,  Scythians,  and  Eurystheus  with  his  Pelopon- 
nesians,  were  in  turn  defeated;  and,  later,  the  troops  of 
Dareius  were  routed  at  Marathon.  Victorious  so  often,  our 
fathers  were  yet  true  to  their  old,  steadfast  character ;  for 
they  knew  that  the  highest  soldiership  is  impossible  to 
immorality  (175-198). 

III.  "  Here,  at  its  climax,  this  discourse  would  naturally  Epilogue. 
have  ended.     I  will  explain  how  I   have  been   forced  to 
prolong  it. 

"  It  had  been  written  thus  far,  and  I  was  revising  it 
with  three  or  four  of  my  young  pupils.     We  thought  that 
nothing  but  a  conclusion  was  wanted ;  but  it  occurred  to 
me  to  ask  a  friend  of  oligarchical  sympathies,  and  devoted 
to  Sparta,  if  he  could  point  out  any  misstatement  which  we 
had  overlooked.     He  came ;  heard,  and  praised,  the  greater  convewa- 
part  of  the  essay ;  but  evidently  disliked  the  criticisms  upon  Jj!?°jjJJy^  * 
the  Spartans.     '  If  Hellas  owes  them  nothing  else,*  he  said,  critic 
'  it  should  be  grateful  to  them  for  this — that  they  discovered 
the  noblest  rules  of  conduct,  which  they  observe  themselves 
and  have  taught  to  others.' — '  All  would  allow,'  I  replied. 
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forter. 


*  that  piety,  justice,  prudence,  are  the  best  rules  of  conduct. 
The  Spartans  have  been  settled  no  more  than  700  years  in 
the  Peloponnesus.  If,  then,  these  rules  were  first  observed 
at  Sparta,  were  they  unknown  to  Heracles  and  Theseus,  to 
Minos,  Rhadamanthus,  Aeacus  ?  Again,  discoverers  are 
usually  men  of  more  than  average  intelligence  and  know- 
ledge ;  but  the  Spartans  are  ignorant  of  the  rudiments  of 
letters.  And  as  for  their  morality,  they  train  their  youth 
to  rob  the  surrounding  country ;  punishing  them  if  they  are 
found  out,  and  promoting  them  if  they  are  not*  '  By  rules 
of  conduct,'  he  answered,  'I  did  not  mean  piety,  justice, 
prudence.  I  meant  a  manly,  warlike  training,  and  loyalty 
to  one  common  purpose.'     *  None  are  so  blameable,'  I  said, 

*  as  those  who  put  good  things  to  a  bad  use.  The  Spartans 
employ  their  warlike  science  to  harass,  and  their  unanimity 
to  divide,  the  other  Greeks'  (^  199-228). 

"My  opponent  was  silenced,  and  went  away  a  wiser 
man,  inasmuch  as  he  had  learned  the  lesson  reconmiended 
at  Delphi  He  had  learned  to  know  himself — and 
Lacedaemon.  I  had  my  essay  written  out  immediately. 
But  three  or  four  days  later  new  misgivings  assailed  me. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  I  had  been  too  supercilious  and  too 
bitter  in  my  expressions  about  Sparta.  At  last  I  called  a 
council  of  friends  to  decide  whether  the  composition  should 
be  burnt  or  published.  It  was  read  to  them,  and  well 
received.  The  rest  were  talking  it  over  among  themselves, 
when  my  original  adviser,  the  partisan  of  Sparta,  addressed 
me.  '  I  suspect,'  he  said,  '  that  you  are  not  really  uneasy 
about  the  manner  in  which  you  have  spoken  of  the 
Lacedaemonians,  and  that  you  have  brought  us  here  only  to 
try  us.  Your  first  idea  was  to  extol  Athens  by  comparing 
it  advantageously  with  Sparta.  Then,  conscious  that  you 
had  always  been  a  panegyrist  of  Sparta,  you  became  afraid 
of  seeming  inconsistent  Accordingly,  you  gave  the 
semblance  of  censure  to  what  was  really  praise.     You  have 
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reproached  the  Spartans  as  arrogant,  warlike,  gi-asping. 
Now  arrogance  is  allied  to  a  lofty  spirit  It  is  a  warlike, 
not  a  peaceful  temper  which  enlarges  and  guards  possessions. 
Covetousness  on  a  petty  scale  is,  indeed,  unpopular,  and  so 
defeats  its  own  ends ;  but  the  covetousness  of  nations  and 
despots  has  results  which  all  the  world  admires.  I  am  no 
enemy  to  the  fame  of  your  performance  in  thus  pointing 
out  its  covert  meaning.  The  hint  will  assist  intelligent 
Spartans  to  perceive  that,  in  accusing  their  city  of  having 
conquered  all  its  great  neighbours,  you  have  glorified  it; 
and  that,  in  dwelling  upon  the  faction  and  bloodshed  among 
its  dependants,  you  have  implied  the  exemption  of  Sparta 
from  such  evils.  You  are  to  be  congratulated  upon  the 
fame  which  you  must  win  for  having  made  both  Athens 
and  Sparta  appciir  admirable : — ^Athens,  to  the  many ; 
Sparta,  to  the  thoughtful.  Do  not  burn  your  essay,  but 
publish  it,  adding  the  discussion  to  which  it  has  given  rise ; 
and  so  prove  that  you  are  as  superior  to  the  ordinary  writers 
for  the  festivals  as  Homer  to  the  poets  who  have  copied 
him.' 

"These  remarks  were  applauded  enthusiastically;  and 
all  urged  me  to  take  the  coimsel.  I  thanked  my  able 
adviser ;  but  did  not  tell  him  how  far  he  had  hit,  or  missed, 
my  real  mind  (^  229-265). 

"  My  work  is  finished ;  a  word  in  conclusion  as  to  the  Conditions 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  done.     It  was  begun  in  ^Mch  the 
the  94th  year  of  my  age,  and  was  half-completed,  when  I  ^Jt^^** 
was  seized  with  the  disorder  against  which  I  have  been 
stniggling  for  three  years.     For  a  long  time  I  did  not  allow 
it  to  stop  my  labours ;  but  had  at  last  given  in,  when  friends 
pressed  me  not  to  leave  this  speech  unfinished.     I  did  as 
they  wished,  though  in  my  97  th  year,  and  in  a  state  in 
which  few  could  bear  to  be  listeners,  much  less  writers. 
This  is  not  said  to  win  indulgence,  but  simply  in  order  to 
make    the   facts   known.     An  acknowledgment   is   due  to 


122  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 


those  who  value  instructive  and  artistic  essays  above  mere 
displays;  and  a  warning  to  those  who  judge  rashly  what 
they  do  not  understand"  (§§  266-272). 

Remarks.  Isocrates  prefaces  the   Panathenaicus  with   the 

remark  that  both  in  respect  to  subject-matter  and  in 
respect  to  style  it  belongs  to  a  different  class  from 
those  works  which  employed  his  best  years.  Those 
works  dealt  with  contemporary  politics;  this  is 
purely  historical:  those  displayed  all  the  resources 
of  an  elaborate  rhetoric ;  this  is  in  a  plain,  though 
fiflisbed^styls.  He  fears  that  the  Panathenaicus  will 
seem  somewhat  languid — iiaXaKmrepo^ — if  compared 
with  its  brilliant  predecessors  :  it  must  be  judged,  he 
says,  in  view  of  its  own  special  scope. 
The  Pan-  There   is   one   comparison,   however,   which   can 

comp^^  hardly  be  avoided  on  this  plea.  The  chief  topics  of 
Pane^*  the  Panathenaicics  are  embraced  in  the  first  half  of 
the  Panegyricus.  These  are  : — 1.  The  early  services 
of  Athens  to  Hellas  in  founding  colonies,  and  in 
repelling  the  barbarians :  Panath.  §§  42  -  48  : 
Panegyr.  §§  34  -  37.  2.  The  early  wars  of  Athens  : 
Panath,  §§  175-198:  Panegyr.  §§  51-70.  3. 
Athens  in  the  Persian  wars  :  Panath.  §§49-52  and 
189  :  Panegyr.  §§  71-74,  85-98.  4.  The  maritime 
empire  of  Athens:  Panath.  §§  53-61:  Panegyr.  § 

■ 

104,  etc.  5.  The  misdeeds  in  Hellas  of  Athens  and 
of  Sparta  respectively  :  Panath.  §§  62  -  107  : 
Panegyr.  §§  100  -  132.  Now,  it  is  not  merely  in 
rhetorical  brilliancy,  it  is  in  point  and  definiteness  of 
thought,  in  vigour,  in  clearness  of  arrangement,  that 
the  Panegyricus  is  so  greatly  superior  to  the  Pan- 
athenaicus.    The  Panegyricus  is  the  earliest  of  its 


ncus. 
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author's  longer  compositions,  and  the  best ;  the 
Panathenaicus  is  the_ latest,  and  must  be  pronounced 
the  weakest.  The  symptoms  of  the  condition  in 
which  the  writer  then  was — "exhausted  both  by 
sickness  and  by  old  age"  (§  268)  —  are  indeed 
evident  in  many  places.  They  appear  in  the  diffuse 
yet  incomplete  reply  to  his  detractors  inserted  at  the 
beginning;  in  the  long  digression  on  Agamemnon, 
closed  by  the  avowal  that  he  knows  not  whither  he 
is  "drifting"  (§  88);  in  the  disorder  especially  of 
§§  155-198;  and  in  the  rambling  supplement  §§ 
199-265.  This  last  raises  a  curious  point.  Iso- 
crates  evidently  felt  that  his  vehement  censures  of 
Sparta  in  the  Panathenaicus  were  inconsistent  with 
much  in  the  general  tone  of  his  other  writings 
(§  239).  But  how  far  did  he  seriously  mean  to  hint, 
as  his  own,  the  view  which  he  makes  his  critic 
suggest — that  these  censures  were,  in  their  esoteric 
meaning,  praise ;  since  arrogance,  aggressiveness, 
rapacity  often  win  prizes  which  command  [vulgar] 
admiration  ?  In  §  265  he  declines  to  say  how  far 
the  critic's  suggestion  had  hit  or  missed  his  mind. 
If  the  critic  was  in  any  measure  right,  then  the 
ingenuity  of  Isocrates  had,  indeed,  declined. 

The  Panathenaicus  contains,  as  has  been  seen,  isocrate« 
little  that  is  not  said  better  in  the  Panegyricus ;  but  Athens, 
it  has  at  Teas t  "(me  passage  of  distinctive  interest. 
In  §§  108-154  Isocrates  sketehes  his  theory  of 
the  early  Constitutional  History  of  Athens.  The 
characteristic  feature  o7"  this  tTieorv  Is  that  it  ignores 
any  Oligarchical,,  period,  properly  so  called,  between 
the^Monarchy  and  the  Democracy.     The  Monarchy 
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immediately    succeeded    by    a    Democracy ; 
Democracy  tempered,  indeed,  by  the  principle  of  pre- 
ferring   the    "  best    men  "  —  hfitioKparia    apiaroKparla 

fiefiijfiivrf  (§  153).  The  term  "oligarchic,"  as  applied 
to  the  statesmen  of  this  period,  was  a  mere  calumny 
of  Peisistratus  (§  143).  The  elasticity  of  meaning 
which  Isocrates  gave  to  "  democracy "  may  be 
illustrated  from  Areopag,  §  61,  where  he  says  that 
the  Lacedaemonians  are  best  governed  because  they 
are  most  democratic.  It  is  noticeable,  however,  that 
in  the  Areopa/fiticuji  he  dates  that  elder  Democracy 
which  he  holds  up  to  imitation,  onlx^om  Snlon — 6 
Bi^fioTiKdraro^  (§  16);  perhaps  because  that  pre- 
Solonian  democracy  which  he  here  extols  appeared  to 
him  a  practically  unattainable  ideal. 


III.  Essays  on  Education 


m.  1. 


Sophi 


^^t^^  himself  tells  us,  this  discourse  was  written  at  the 
beginnings  of    his   professional    life ;  ^    and   it  may 

Date.  probably  be  assigned  to  the  year  391  or  390  b.c.^ 
The  speech  would  thus  have  the  character  of  a 
manifesto  in  which,  at  the  outset  of  his  career,  the 


^  St*  iipxhiifiv  T€pl  ra^npf  eft'ot  r^ 
irpa,yfJMT€lap :  Antid.  §  193.  He 
wrote  it  dxfidi^iaif  (opposed  to  Tau6- 
fttvot  TTJs  0tXo<ro0{af),  ib.  §  195. 

'  Sauppe  would  place  it  in,  or 
about,  388  b.c.  Bat  a  passage  in 
the  Oorgias  bas  been  taken,  and  no 
doubt  rightly,  as  alluding  to  a  phrase 
in  the  /card  ffotf^iffTtop,  Ocrg.  p.  463 
A,  boK€i  Tobfw  fioi  {if  jniropiK^\  & 
TopyUt,  elrcU  rt  iirin/fdevfia  TtyyiKhv 
liJh  oi5,  ^ux^J  hi  fl'Tox««'Ti#c^j  Kal 
dpdp€las  Kal  0($<ret   detc^f  rpo<r- 


ofiiXcip  Totr  dyOptLirois.  Of.  /card 
<To4>i<rT,  §  17,  raOra  5i  iroXX^j  iwi' 
fji£\€las  S€i<T0ai  Ktd  ^vxvi  di^dpiKiji  xal 
So^aaTiKTJs  ipyov  elycu.  It  can  scarcely 
be  doubted  that  Plato's  crox'MriKin 
is  a  sarcasm  upon  ^o^iumKin  as  used 
by  Isocrates.  Now,  the  composition 
of  the  Oorgias  is  probably  Ui  be 
placed  in  the  interval  between  395 
and  389.  The  icard  <ro<pi<rrQPt  then, 
is  probably  earlier  than  389.  Sanneg 
{de  Schol.  Isocr,  p.  7)  puts  it  in  01. 
96(396-393  B.O.). 
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teacher  protests  against  the  system  adopted  by  other 
n,emb  Jof  his  pi^fession,  and  declares  the  p/nciples 
by  which  he  himself  intends  to  be  guided.  In  its 
extant  form  the  discourse  is  plainly  imperfect.  It 
breaks  off  at  the  point  where  Isocrates  is  passing — 
as  he  passes  in  the  introductions  to  the  Busiris  and 
the  Encomium  on  Helen — from  destructive  criticism 
to  positive  illustration.^ 

"  If  those  who  undertake  to  instruct  others  would  only  AnaiysU. 
tell  the  truth,  instead  of  promising  more  than  they  can  per- 
form, they  would  not  have  been  in  such  ill-repute  with  the 
non-professional  world.     As  it  is,  their  reckless    boasting 
has  brought  discredit  upon  literary  studies  genei-ally. 

"  First,  the  professors  of  Eristic  DiscuaaipJi  ftre  to  blame.  Teachers  of 
They  assert  that  their. pupils_w^iU.]^^  act  under  i  / 


all  circumstances,  and  will,  through  this  knowledge,  be  '  ^  ^^^ 
happy;  thus  claiming-fl  prescience  wBRh  liomery  wisest  of 
poets,  deniestojhe j;ods, — for  he  represents  them  debating. 
And  this  ^precious  _secret  of  happinj^^  is  sold  by  its  pro- 
prietors for  three  or  four  minae.  Most  absurd  of  all,  they 
do  not  appear  to  believe  that  the  persons  whom  their  course 
of  teaching  is  to  inspire  with  virtue  and  moderation  will  be 
ordinarily  honest  at  the  end  of  it.  They  "take  securities 
from_  their  pupils  for  the .  payment  of  fees.  Is  it  not 
natural  that  plain  men  should  look  upon  such  teaching  as 
an  imposture  ?  (g  1-8). 

"  Next,  the  teachers  of  Forensic  and  Dehberative  speak-  Teachers  of 
ing  ^  are  to  blama     They  gay  that  the  art  of  speaking  well 


^  Busir.    [Or.  xi.]  §  9  :    Jlelenae  ing  others  while  unable  to  do  better 

Encom,  [Or.  x.]  §  15.     In  both  these  myself)."    The  lost  part  of  the  jcard 

places  the  transition  is  marked  by  ffo^,  contained  that  exposition  of  the 

the  very  same  phrase  which  in  the  author's    own    principles   to  which 

Karh  atHpKTTuv  introduces  the  con-  these  words  led  up. 
eluding  sentence  of  §  22  : — li^a  5^  m^  ^  §  9  iroKtrtKol  X670t.     See  below, 

80KW,  **  but  lest  I  seem  (to  be  criticis-  p.  128,  n.  4. 
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on  all  occasions  can  be  taught  as  certainly  as  the  alphabet. 
Would  that  it  were  so !  As  it  is  not  so,  such  idle  talk 
ought  to  be  stopped.  All  literary  men  suffer  by  the  pre- 
judice which  it  excites.  It  is  surprising  that  teachers  can 
succeed  who  assume  an  analogy  between  an  art  depending 
on  fixed  rules  and  the  exercise  of  a  creative  faculty.  The 
letters  of  the  alphabet  are  the  same  for  every  one.  The 
conditions  of  a  good  speech  are  not  precisely  the  same  for 
any  two  persons.  A  speech,  to  be  good,  must  be  worthy  of 
the  subject,  suitable  to  the  occasion  and  to  the  speaker,  and 
in  some  measure  original.  All  would  allow  that  the  art  of 
speaking  has  often  been  mastered,  both  in  theory  and 
practice,  without  professional  aid.     Talent  and  experience 

t  are  the  Jbwo  requisites  for  success.  Instruction  can  polish, 
KiiF  cannot  make^  oratorical  power.  It  is  not  difiicult  to 
leam  the  elements  (tSewi/)  ^  out  of  which  all  speeches  must 
be  composed.  But  to  combine  and  temper  these  elements 
rightly,  and  to  give  to  the  resulting  whole  a  proper  colouring, 
requires  a  vigour,  an  imaginative  force,  which  cannot  be 
communicated ;  although,  where  these  exist,  they  will  be 
developed  under  a  teacher  who  himself  possesses  them 
(§§9-18). 

'*The  pretentious  school  of  sophists  which  has  lately 
sprung  up,  however  flourishing  now,  will,  I  feel  sure,  be  at 
last  reduced  to  admitting  this.     As  for  the  sophists  before, 
our  time  who  wrote  the  so-called  Arts  of  Ehetoric,  they, 

1^'     tooThad  their  faults!     They  undertook  to  teach  the  mode 

of  conducting  lawsuits — thus.  conEmng  their  subject   to 

Writers  of  its  most  odious  branch,  and  falling  below  the  Eristics,  who 

"Arts "  *~  ^ """ ~ 

at  kast  professed  to  aim  at  virtue,  whereas  these  avQwed 
themselves  teachers^  of  ra£acity.  Now  the  study  of  prac- 
tical rhetoric,  though  insuflBcient  to  form  a  good  speaker, 
might  at  least  have  been  used  to  inculcate  fairness  iu 
argument.     Justice  cannot  be  taught ;  but  a  spirit  of  justice 

^  For  this  use  of  /d^a,  see  above,  p.  37,  iwU  4. 
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may  be  encouraged  and  developed  by  lessons  in  Deliberative 
speaking. 

"  That  I  may  not  seem  to  be  complaining  of  what  others 
undertake  to  do,  and  myself,  at  the  same  time,  undertaking 
what  is  impossible,  I  will  give  the  reasons  which  have  led 
me  to  this  view" (^  19-22  :  Conclusion  wanting). 

Isocrates  was,  and  called  himself,  a  sophist,^  that  r 
is,  a  professional  teacher  of  philosophy  and  rhetoric ; 
though  he  distinguished  himself  from  the   a/feXjaloi  jy 
a-o^iaral,  the  common  herd  of  the  profession.     Who,  *^ 
then,  are  those   sophists  whom  in   this   speech   he  Definition 
condemns ;  and  what  was  the  extent  of  his  disagree-  censmw. 
ment  from  them  ? 

Three  classes  of  teachers  are  censured.     (1)  The  (i)The      i^ 

''Eristics  '* 

Eristics, — oi  irepl  rh^  lpi£a<:  ZuiTpiPovTe^  (§  2).      Their 


chief  characteristic,  as  described  by  Isocrates,  is  that 
they   profess  to   impart,   for  a  small   fee,   absolute 


^  It  is  true  that  Isocrates  often 
speaks  with  contempt  of ' '  sophists  "  ; 
but  these  are  "  yalgar  "  sophists  {iye- 
XcuM  (TwpKrrai,  Panatk,  §  18):  ''ob- 
scnre  and  worthless  sophists  "  {trwpiff' 
rcU  dd^/riAux  koX  TonjpiU,  ib.  §  5) ;  or 
persons  who  chiimed  the  honourable 
name  of  sophist  without  having  any 
real  title  to  it — roOt  d/juptaprfroOrras 
rod  <ppov€Tif  KcU  ^^dffKorrat  etifai  ao^M'- 
rdt,  Helen.  Encom.  §  9 :  so  tQp  ^hut- 
KbvTwv  €lvai  ffw^urrwif  dXXo  94  rt  rpar- 
rhm-wVf  ArUid.  §  215  :  and  t(ov  rpoc- 
roiovfjidviap  elycu  <To4>urr(aVt  ib,  §  221. 

It  is  in  reference  to  these  vulgar, 
these  sham  sophists,  that  Isocrates 
describes  himself  as  dvofAoUas  ^rra 
Kcd  ToU  (TOfpiffTaTt  Ktd  rdis  ^((^rcus, 
ArUid.  §  148. 

On  the  other  hand,  he  distinctly 
calls  himself  a  <To4H,<rrfp  in  the  general 
sense  of  that  term,  as  describing  a 
man  who  followed  a  certain  profession ; 
who  gave  literary,  and  in  particular 


rhetorical,  instruction  for  pay.    The 
whole  of  §§  167-269  of  the  Antidosis 
— his  Apology  for  his  life — is  devoted 
to  answering  i|f  koiv^  T€pl  rQiif  (to^<T' 
tQv  BiapdKij  (§  168).    In  §  157  he  says 
—  referring  to  exaggerated    rei>orts 
about  his  own  wealth — that  it  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  a  sophist's 
business  is  as  lucrative  as  an  actor's. 
And  in    refuting   the    charge,   laid 
against  himself  and  others,  of  corrupt- 
ing the  youth,  he  says,  with  evident 
allusion  to  the  distinction  attained 
by  many  of  his  own  pupils — "  It  is  a 
8ophist*a  noblest  and  greatest  reward 
if  some  of  his  pupils  prove  themselves 
men  of  high  character,  sensible  men, 
men  respected  by  their  fellow-citizens  " 
— <roi/>urri  fu<rObs  «rdXXi<rr6f   iart  Kal 
fUyiirroff  ^  tG>v  fioBrjrQv  Tives  KaXol 
xdyaOol  «rcU  4*p6nfJLoi  yhKarrai  Kal  wapd 
ToU  ToXiTOif  eMoKifiwrr€s  {Antid,  § 
220). 
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knowledge  {hnfTTqyLH)^  §  3),  which  will  enable  its 
possessor  to  act  rightly  under  all  circumstances ; 
virtue  being  included  in  the  knowledge  so  taught 
(§  6).  In  this  description,  the  sarcasm  upon  know^- 
ledge,  and  the  preference  given  to  intelligent  opinion 
(§  8),  would  seem  to  reflect  upon  the  Socratics ;  just 
as  elsewhere  Isocrates  speaks  of  "  Eristic  dialogues  " 
with  apparent  reference  to  the  Platonic  dialogues^ — 
ignoring  that  distinction  between  Dialectic  and  Eristic 
on  which  Plato  insists  in  the  Philehtbs  and  the  Euiliy- 
dermis}  It  may  be  questioned  whether  here  Isocrates 
means  Plato,  as  he  certainly  does  in  a  later  work,  the 
Encomium  on  Helen ;  but  at  least  there  must  be  a 
reference  to  the  minor  Socratics,  and  especially  to 
Eucleides.* 
1/     (2)  The  (2)  The    sQgond    class    of    teachers    blamed    by 

Rhetoric.^  Isocratcs  are  the  professors  of  "Political  Discourse," 
that  is,  of  Practical  Rhetoric,  Deliberative  and  Fo- 
rensic* Now  it  was  the  professed  aim  of  Isocrates, 
no  less  than  of  Protagoras,^^to  impart"  a  practical 

^  Toin    hiaKbyovi     roifs    ipiariKods  Isocrates  und  PlcUonf  p.  15.     On  the 

KoXovfUpovt  dts  o2  fiky  vcdrrepoi  /jmWop  other  hand,  Mr.  H.  Sidgwick  {Jourjial 

Xalpowrt  ToO  dimn-os,  tw  hk  wpcaPwi-  of  Philology^  voL  IV.  no.  8,  p.  292, 

pw oitdtis i<mv 6<ms hv iaf€KToin aifToin  "The  Sophists")  thinks  that    the 

€hai  <fyfyr€uv :  Pcmath,  §  29.     This  is  Platonists  are  included, 

undoubtedly  an  allusion  to  the  popu-  ^  This  was  the  proper  sense  of  toXi- 

larity  of  the  Platonic  (and,  generally,  riKbt  X^of :  see  Vol.  i.  p.  89.     But 

of  the  Sooratic)  dialogues,   as  Dr.  Isocrates  considered  as  toKltlkoL  X670C 

Thompson  points  out  (Appendix  11.,  only  those  discourses  (whether,   in 

Phaedr,  Append.  11.  p.  176).  form,   Deliberative    or   not)    which 

^  See,  e.g.,  Phileh,  p.  17  A:  Eu-  treated  what  he  called  political  sub- 

thyd.  p.  278  e,  and  ad  fin.    Of.  Arist.  jects   (above,    p.   39).     He    regards 

Te/>t  <To<l>.  i\iyX'  c.  11,  ol  tUv  o9y  rrji  Forensic    speeches   as  merely  sham. 

vlKtit  a,(>T7it  X^9^^  roio0ro4  (i.e.  un-  toKitlkoIi    cf.   §  20,   etc. — iKcivot  $* 

sound  reasoners)  ipiffriKol  d^dptoTrot  ^tI  to^s  iroXtri/roi);  \6yovt  irapa- 

Kol  tf^-Xipiiet  9oKoO<riy  elpai'  ol  di  d6^rjs       KaKoDvres irokvrpayfiocrivrjs     koX 

Xiipiv  T^f  e/j  xP'''lf*'0''rnTfi.6v,  ffo^ff'  rXeoye^faj  iftr^aTifaav  diddffKaXoi  e&oi. 

TiKoL  ■  Cf.  Plat   Protag,  318  B :  where 

'  Thompson  l.e.  p.  177 ;  Spengel,  Protagoras  undertakes  to  teach  €^/3ov- 
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training  for  the  active  duties  of  a  citizen.  The  clue 
to  the  meaning  of  the  censure  pronounced  here  is  to 
be  found  in  that  passage  of  the  j^ntidosis  where 
Isocrates  defines  the  scope  of  his  "  philosophy."  ^  He 
there  says  that  three  things  go  to  form  a  first-rate 
public  speaker — nature,  discipline,  experience.  Of 
these,  natural  aptitude  is  by  far  the  most  important ;  ^ 
experience    ranks   next;   instruction.   iraiBela^    is   of 


least  moment ;  for  without  one,  at  least,  of  the  other 
qualifications  it  can  do  little.     At  the  same  time  all   ^  f,  ^  r^c  t.* 
persons,   whatever   their    capacity,   who    have   been  c  «  '  ^^J7  •* 
properly  taught,  will  bear  the  stamp  of  a  uniform        >^t.  ^4^^ 
scientific  method.^    What,  then,  he  means  to  c^gnsure  y    ^  u^ 

in  the  professors  of  whom  he  speaks  here  is  not  their  vp  //-/  ^  Ocl 
pretension  to  a  scientific  method  of  teaching  Practical^  /i^K^     - 
Rhetoric ;   it   is   the   unlimited   efficacy^  which   they      *       //^  i  ^ 
claimed    for    instruction,    independently    of    nature 
or  experience,    "^aiyl  promised  .  unconditionally    to 
make  any  one  a  ^opd  speaker :  this  promise  Isocrates 
denounces  as  imposture  {aXa^ovela,  §  10). 

(3)  Besides  these  two  classes — the  Eristics  and  (S)  writers    j 

...  of  '*Arts,* 

the  teachers  of  Political  Discourse,  who  are  described 
as  of  recent  growth — a  third  class  of  sophists  is 
condemned  by  Isocrates.  This  consists  of  "those 
who  lived  before  our  time  and  wrote  the  so-called 
Arts  of  Rhetoric."  Here,  again,  the  limits  of  the 
censure  must  be  noted.  Isocrates  himself  probably 
wrote  an  **  Art "  ;  at  any  rate,  some  of  his  extant 
precepts  on  rhetorical  composition  might  certainly 
have  had  a  place  in  such  a  treatise.     It  is  not  the 

\la  ir€pl  r(av  olKeiwv^  and   power  tA  ^  Antid,  §§  186-191. 

rrft  ir6Xe«»  koX  \iy€iv  koX  Tpdrretp.  *  76.  §  206. 

VOL.  II  K 
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attempt  to  reduce  the  theory  of  Rhetoric  to  a  system 
which  he  is  condemning   here.     He  is  complaining 
that  the  earlier  writers  of  Arts  devoted   themselves 
entirely   to   the    least   noble   branch,   the   Forensic. 
They  professed  to  teach  men  "  political  discourse  *' ; 
but  really  "  they  undertook  to  be  teachers  of  meddle- 
someness and  greed  "  (§  20),  whereas  the  Eristics  at 
any  rate  aim  at  imparting  virtue.     The  writers  on 
Rhetoric  primarily  meant  are,  no  doubt,  Corax  and 
Tisias — ^perhaps   also   Antiphon.      Such   treatises  as 
those   of  Gorgias,  Thrasymachus  of  Chalcedon,  and 
P6lus,  however  unsatisfactory  in  other  respects  they 
might  seem  to  Isocrates,  were  probably  less  liable  to 
the  particular  censure  passed  here.     It  may  be  pre- 
sumed that  they  dealt,  not  with  Forensic  Rhetoric 
exclusively,  but  with  Rhetoric  in  all   its  branches, 
especiaUy  the  Epideictic.     The  complaint  oflsQcrates 
is  in  one  aspect  perfectly  just.     It  is  repeated  by^ 
Aristotle ;  who  remarks   that  the  earlier  writers  of 
Arts  almost  confined  themselves  to  Forensic  Rhetoric 
just  because  they  had  not  a  really^scientifie  method, 
and  therefore  preferred  that  field  in  which  chicanery 
(to  KOKovpyov)  had  the  fireest  scope.  ^ 
R*utian  of        The  Speech  Against  the  Sophists  ought  to  be  read 
courw^ith  ftloug  with   the   Speech  On   the   AntidosiSy  written 
!i«b!*^^"^*  some   thirty-five   years   later,  when   his  career  was 
drawing  to  a  close.     Taken  together,  they  express 
his  whole  educational  and  Uteran'  creed.     There  is  a 
thorough  harmony  between  the  principles  of  the  two 
essays;  but   there  is  likewise  a   difference   between 
their    points   of    view.      In    the    earlier  discourse, 

>  ArisU  KAfi,  I.  1,  §  10. 
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IsoCTatesjs_concenied  _solely  in  distinguishing  himself 
from  false  brethren.  In  the  later,  he  is  not  only  de- 
fending himself,  but  vindicating  the  entire  profession 
to  which  he  belonged,  from  the  criticism  of  laymen. 

2.  On  the  Antidosis.  [Or.  xv.l — ^The  discourse  was  ™-  2.  on 
written  when  Isocrates  had  completed  his  82nd  year  ^osia. 
(§   9),  i.e.   later  than  midsummer,^   354    b.c.  ;   and 
alludes  to  the  fine  imposed  upon  Timotheus  (§  129), 
who  was  now  dead  (§  101).     Timotheus  was  brought 
to  trial  about  midsummer,  354,  and  died  at  Chalcis 
later  in  the  same  year.     This  speech  may  probably, 
then,  be  placed  in  the  first  half  of  353  B.c.     The  Date, 
latest  work  of  Isocrates  quoted  in  it  is  the  Speech  On 
the  Pectce   (§   66),  which   belongs  probably  to  the 
earlier  half  of  355  B.c.      Isocrates  had  lately  been    l^ 
called  upon  to  undertake  the  trierarchy,  or  to  make 
exchange  of  properties  (antidosis)  with  his  challenger. 
The  case  had  come  to  a  trial ;  the  trierarchy  had  been 
imposed  upon  Isocrates,  and   he  had   discharged  it 
(§   5).     Vexed,  however,  by  the  general  prejudice 
against  his  pursuits  to  which  he  felt  that  the  verdict 
had  been  due,  he  determined  to  publish  an  Apologia 
— a  discourse  "  which  should  be  an  imaee  of  his  mind  Form  of 
and  Ufe'^  (§  7).     This  he  throws  into  the  form  of  a  course, 
speech  made  in  court  against  one  Lysimachus  (§  14), 
who,  by  working  on  popular  prejudice,  is  seeking  to 
cast  the  burden  of  the  trierarchy  upon  him.     Much 
of  the  discourse  is  not,  he  allows,  in  the  forensic  style 
(§  10);  yet,  by  the  concluding  allusion  to  a  verdict 
(§  323),  he  aims,  in  a  measure,  at  sustaining  the 
fiction  to  the  end. 

^  Cf.  Clinton,  Fast.  HtUen.  s.  ann.  436  and  354. 
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It  is  known  that,  in  355  B.c.,^  Isocrates  had  really 
been  challenged  to  an  exchange  of  properties  by  one 
Megacleides;  and,  being  unable  through  illness  to 
appear  in  court,  had  been  represented  by  his  adopted 
son  Aphareus,  whose  speech  on  the  occasion  is  quoted 
by  Dionysius.^  Now  this  is  probably  the  trial  to 
which  Isocrates  refers  as  having  been  decided  against 
him.  It  must  have  taken  place  at  least  a  year  before 
the  date  of  this  discourse,  since  it  is  implied  that  the 
public  service  had  now  been  discharged  (§  5).  Lysi- 
machus  is  a  fictitious  person  who  stands  for  the 
Megacleides  of  the  real  trial.  ^ 

"If  this  speech  were  an  ordinary  specimen  of  the 
Forensic  or  Epideictic  class,  it  would  need  no  preface.  As 
it  is  of  a  new  kind,  its  origin  must  be  explained  I  had 
long  known  that  some  of  the  sophists  slandered  my  pursuits, 
and  represented  me  as  a  writer  of  speeches  for  the  law- 
courts.  They  might  as  well  have  called  Pheidias  a  doll- 
maker,  Zeuxis  or  Parrhasius  a  sign-painter.  Believing  that 
I  had  made  it  clear  that  my  subjects  are  not  private  disputes 
but  the  greatest  and  highest  questions,  I  supposed  such  idle 
calumnies  to  be  powerless.  Now,  however,  at  the  age  of 
82, 1  have  discovered  that  they  influence  the  general  public. 
A  person  who  had  been  called  upon  to  serve  as  trierarch 
challenged  me  to  exchange  properties  with  him,  or  else  to 


^  The  date  is  fixed  by  Dionys.  Bt 
Dinarch,  c.  13 — ^iri  rod  orpaTifyoG 
Ttfio64ov  ^Cam-oSf  icarA  riuf  xp^^^^  "^^ 
fierd  MeyeffSiws  ffTparriylas — i.e.  the 
last  campaign  of  the  Social  War,  in 
the  spring  of  355  B.O. 

'  Dionys.  De  Dinarch,  13:  Be 
Isocr,  18. 

'  See  §8,  €l  S*  vrrodel/iriv  avKO- 
ipopHlv  rtva.  It  was  evidently  through 
taking  Lysimachos  to  be  a  real  person 
that  the  pseudo-Plutarch  was  led  into 


stating  that  Isocrates  had  had  tico 
lawsuits  (dyQi^es)  about  the  trierarchy 
{ViU,  X.  OraU.).  Isocrates  and  his 
adopted  son  Aphareus  were  among 
the  1200  richest  citizens  (crwreXe?f), 
and  had  thrice  borne  the  trierarchy  as 
well  as  other  leiturgies  (§  145).  The 
Aphareus  mentioned  as  a  past  trier- 
arch  by  Dem.  {AgsL  Euergus  and 
Mnesippus  §  31)  is  probably  this  one  : 
Schafer,  Dem,  in.  Append,  v.  p. 
197. 
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take  the  duty.  A  lawsuit  followed.  The  plaintiff  dwelt 
upon  the  evU  tendency  of  my  writings,  upon  my  wealth  and 
the  number  of  my  pupils;  and  the  court  imposed  the 
trierarchy  upon  me.  The  expense  I  bore  with  equanimity ; 
but  I  wish  to  correct  the  prejudices  which  led  to  such  a 
verdict.     This  discourse  is  meant  as  an  ima^e  of  my  mind  Motive  and 

^  ^  nature  of 

and  life.  It  is  cast  into  the  form  of  a  defence  in  an  imagi-  thiB  piece, 
nary  trial.  It  contains  some  things  that  might  be  said  in  a 
law-court ;  some,  unsuited  to  such  a  place,  but  illustrative 
of  my  philosophy;  some,  which  may  profit  young  men 
anxious  to  learn ;  some,  taken  from  my  former  writings  and 
introduced  here  in  harmony  with  a  special  purpose.  The 
resulting  whole  must  not  be  judged  as  representing  any  one 
class  of  speech,  but  as  made  up  of  several  distinct  elements 
brought  in  with  several  distinct  aims.  It  ought  to  be  read, 
not  continuously,  but  part  by  part  (§§  1-13). 

"  The  worst  knave  is  he  who  brings  against  another  Appeal  to 
charges  to  which  he  himself  is  liable.  Lysimachus,  deliver-  ®  ^^ 
iug  a  composed  speech,  has  dwelt  most  of  all  upon  the 
insidious  skill  of  my  compositions.  Do  not  be  swayed  by 
calumny ;  remember  the  oath  taken  yearly  by  judges  that 
they  will  hear  impartially  accuser  and  accused.  Ere  now 
Athens  has  regretted  a  hasty  verdict;  and  it  would  be 
shameful  that  Athenians,  reputed  in  all  else  the  most 
merciful  of  the  Greeks,  should  be  rashly  cruel  in  their  own 
law-courts.  No  one  of  you,  the  judges,  can  tell  that  he  will 
not  be  the  next  victim  of  Lysimachus.  A  good  life  is  no 
protection  from  such  men ;  they  show  their  power  upon  the 
innocent  in  order  to  be  bribed  by  the  guilty.  Never  till 
this  day  have  I  been  brought  before  judge  or  arbitrator ; 
now,  if  you  will  hear  me,  I  hope  to  prove  my  real  character. 
— Bead  the  indictment     [Indictment,]     (§§  14-29.) 

**  Here,  in  the  indictment,  he  charges  me  with  corrupting  isocrates 
the  youth  by  teaching  them  to  be  tricky  litigants.     In  his  conversant, 
speech,  on  the  other  hand,  he  represents  me  as  the  most 
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wonderful  of  men ; — as  one  among  whose  pupils  have  been 
public  speakers,  generals,  kings,  despots.  He  thinks  that  I 
shall  be  envied  on  the  latter  account,  and  detested  on  the 
former.  Dismiss  prejudice,  and  decide  upon  the  merits  of  the 
case.  That  my  literary  skill  has  not  been  used  for  bad  pur- 
poses, appears  from  the  fact  that  I  have  no  enemies.  If  I 
had,  they  would  have  profited  by  this  trial  to  appear  against 
me.  This  skill  itself,  if  it  has  been  well  used,  is  a  claim 
to  esteenL  The  difference  between  me  and  a  writer  of  law- 
not  with  speeches  will  appear  if  you  compare  our  modes  of  Ufa  Men 
Rhetoric,  frequent  the  places  from  which  they  draw  their  subsistence. 
Those  who  subsist  by  your  litigation  almost  live  in  the  law- 
courts.  No  one  has  ever  seen  me  in  a  council-chamber,  at 
the  archon's  oflBce,  before  judges,  before  arbitrators.  Petti- 
foggers thrive  at  home ;  my  prosperity  has  always  been  found 
abroad.  Is  it  probable  that  Nicocles  of  Cyprus,  sovereign 
judge  among  his  people,  should  have  rewarded  me  for  aiding 
him  to  become  a  pleader  ?  No  mere  writer  of  law-speeches 
has  ever  had  pupils;  I  have  had  many.  But  it  is  not 
enough  to  show  that  my  line  of  work  has  not  been  this.  I 
will  show  you  what  it  has  been  (^  30-44). 

"  First,  it  must  be  remembered  that  there  are  as  many 
branches  of  prose  as  of  poetry.  Some  prose-ynriters  have 
spent  their  lives  in  tracing  the  genealogies  of  the  Heroes. 
Others  have  been  critics  of  the  poets.  Others  have  com- 
piled histories  of  wars.  Others  have  woven  discussions  into 
dialogues.  My  work  has  lain  in  yet  another  field, — in  the 
composition  of  discourses  bearing  upon  the  politics  of  all 
hot  with     Hellas,  and  fitted  for  recitation  at  Panhellenic  gatherings. 

Piuihel- 

lenic  Such  discourses  evidently  stand  nearer  to  poetry  than  to 

forensic  rhetoric.  Their  language  is  more  imaginative  and 
more  ornate:  there  is  greater  amplitude,  more  scope  for 
originality,  in  the  thoughts  which  they  strive  to  express. 
They  are  as  popular  as  poems ;  and  the  art  of  writing  them 
is  much  studied     Unlike  forensic  speeches,  they  deal  with 


Politics. 
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matters  of  universal  interest ;  they  have  a  lasting  value, 
independent  of  any  special  occasion.  Besides,  he  who  is  a 
master  of  these  could  succeed  also  in  a  law-court ;  but  not 
viu  versa.  At  these  I  have  worked ;  and  have  got  by  them 
a  reputation  better  than  law-courts  could  give  (^  45-50). 

"  I  am  ready  to  impose  the  severest  terms  upon  myself,  a  chai- 
Punish  me,  not  merely  if  my  writings  are  proved  harmful, 
but  if  they  are  not  shown  to  be  matchless.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary here  to  argue  on  probabilities.  My  writings  are  them- 
selves the  facts  in  question.  Samples  of  them  shall  be  shown 
to  you,  and  you  shpjl  judge  for  yourselves.  The  discourse 
from  which  the  first  sample  shall  be  taken  was  written  when 
Sparta  was  at  the  head  of  Greece  and  Athens  in  a  low  estate. 
It  seeks  to  rouse  Hellas  against  Persia ;  and  disputes  the  claim 

of  Sparta  to  sole  leadership. — (Begin  at  the  mark  in  the  margin, 

and  read  them  the  passage  about  the  h^emony.)     {Here  Wy'|?)^?®**'      / 
read  an  Extract  from  the  Panegyricus,  ^  51-99.]    (g  51-59.>^"Pa«e-  ^- ' 

"  Is  the  writer  of  this  a  *  corrupter  of  young  men,'  or      "-.. 
their  inciter  to  noble  daring  ?     Does  he  deserve  punishment; 
or  is  he  to  be  thanked  for  having  so  pndsed  Athens  and 
your  ancestors  that  former  writers  on  the  same  theme  feel 
remorse,  and  intending  ones,  despair  ?  (g  60-61). 

"  Some  who,  themselves  unable  to  create,  can  only  criti- 
cise, will  say  that  this  is  *  graceful '  (they  could  not  bring 
themselves  to  say  *  good  *) ;  but  that  praise  of  the  past  is 
less  valuable  than  censure  of  present  mistakes.  You  shall 
hear,  then,  part  of  another  speech  in  which  I  assume  this 
office  of  censor.  Its  immediate  subject  is  the  peace  with 
Chios,  Rhodes  and  Byzantium;  it  goes  on  to  show  the 
drawbacks  to  a  maritime  supremacy ;  and  ends  by  addressing 
to  Athens  exhortation,  censure  and  advice. — (Begin  there,  and 
read  this  extract  to  them.)    [Here  is  read  an  Extract  from  (2)  Quote- 

_  «  tion  from. 

the  Speech  On  the  Peace,  ^  25-56 :  g  132 »  ff.  to  the  end.]  the  Speech 
(S  62-66.)  ^^S" 

^  After  the  words  KoBcarivai  iroXire^av  in  §  133  is  introduced  a  sentence 
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"  You  have  now  heard  parts  of  two  discourses ;  a  short 

passage  from  a  third  shall  be  read,  in  order  that  you  may 

see  how  the  same  tendency  goes  through  all  that  I  have 

written.     Here,  addressing  Nicocles  of  Cyprus,  I   did   not 

aim  at  regular  composition,  but  merely  strung  together  a 

number  of  detached  precepts  upon  government     It  is  not 

for  their  literary  merit,  but  simply  as  showing  the  spirit  of 

my  dealing  with  princes  as  well  as  with  private  men,  that 

they  are  quoted  here.     One  who  so  boldly  advised  a  king  to 

care  for  his  people,  would  surely  be  no  less  frank  in  the 

(8)  Quote-  popular  cause  under  a  Democracy. — I  b^in  by  blaming 

the  Dia-      the  usual  n^lect  of  special  preparation  by  a  monarch  ;  and 

NtoSes/^  then  urge  Nicocles  to  r^ard  his  office  as  a  task  calling  for 

serious  labour.     [Here  is  read  an  Extract  from  the  Discourse 

To  Nicocles,  g  14-39.]     (g  67-72.) 

''  This  shall  be  the  last  of  these  long  extracts ;  but  I 
reserve  the  right  of  referring  in  detail  to  my  own  writings 
Commento.  whenever  it  can  be  useful  I  offered  just  now  to  bear  any 
penalty,  not  merely  if  it  could  be  shown  that  my  writings 
were  harmful,  but  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  thev  were 
incomparable.  That  boast  has  been  justified.  What  attempt 
could  be  holier  or  more  righteous  than  the  attempt  to  praise 
our  ancestors  worthily 'of  their  exploits ;  what  theme  nobler 
than  his  who  urges  Hellenes  to  unite  against  barbarians  ? 
Good  laws  are  allowed  to  be  the  greatest  blessings  to  human 
life.  Yet  these  benefit  only  the  individual  city;  my  dis- 
courses profit  all  Hellaa  It  is  easier  to  be  a  l^islator  than 
to  be  a  competent  adviser  of  Athens  and  Hellas.  The  l^is- 
lator,  in  an  advanced  stage  of  ci\'ilisation,  is  often  little 
more  than  a  compiler ;  the  thoughts  of  an  effective  speaker 
must  be  his  own.  Teachers  of  moral  philosophy  differ  from 
each  other  and  firom  the  world  as  to  what  is  virtue ;  the 
virtue  which  I  inculcate  is  recognised  by  aU.  Those  theorists 
seek  only  to  draw  disciples  to  themselves ;  my  object  is  to 

wbkk  docs  not  ocvu-  in  oar  text  of      of  tlie  opening  voids  of  §  IM  of  that 
theAriWorfbiitwIueliisapumplinM      speech. 
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impress  a  public  duty  upon  Athens.  The  alleged  vices  of 
my  teaching  are.  disproved  by  the  affection  of  my  pupils; 
who,  at  the  end  of  three  or  four  years,  have  left  me  with 
regret.  Lysimachus  has  accused  me,  without  a  shadow  of 
proof,  of  corrupting  them ;  but  I  will  refute  him  formally 
(§§  74-92). 

"  You  know  my  writings ;  you  shall  now  hear  who  have  His  friends 
been  my  associates  from  childhood,  and  the  evidence  of  my  ^  ^^^ 
contemporaries  shall  prove  the  statement  ^mong  my 
fdendfr— in^youtjj  were  Eunomus,  Lysitheides,  Callippus; 
afterwards  Onetor,  Anticles,  Philonides,  Philomelus,  Char- 
mantides.^  All  these  wereja:Qgnedwith  golden  crowns  for 
their  services  to  Athens,  ^g^ether  you  suppose  me  to  have 
been  their  adviser  and  teacher,  or  merely  their  companion, 
my  character  is  vindicated.  If  it  is  not,  what  would  it 
have  been  if  among  my  intimates  had  been  such  a  man  as 
Lysimachus  ?  Some  will  perhaps  say  that  I  am  citing  good 
men  whom  I  barely  knew,  but  keeping  out  of  sight  the 
rascals  who  were  my  pupils.  I  am  ready  to  waive  all 
credit  for  honourable  friendships,  and  to  bear  the  full  dis- 
credit of  any  which  can  be  shown  to  have  been  disreputable 
(g  93-100). 

"  The  general  charge  against  me  in  the  indictment — that  Timotheus. 
of  corrupting  my  associates — has  been  sufficiently  answered. 
But  special  stress  has  been  laid  upon  my  friendship  with 
Timotheus  ;  and,  since  the  interests  which  he  long  controlled 


^  Eunomus  is  perhaps  identical 
with  the  Eanomns  who  commanded 
an  Athenian  fleet  in  888  B.O.  (Xen. 
Hellen,  v.  i.  §§  6-9),  and  with  the 
Ennomns  mentioned  by  Lysias  as 
sent  on  a  mission  to  Sicily  {de  h<m, 
Arist,  §§  19  ff.).  2.  LysUkeides  is 
named  by  Dem.  adv.  Callipp.  §  14, 
as  a  friend  of  Isocrates  and  Apharens ; 
and  in  Mid.  §  157,  along  with  Callaes- 
chms,  as  among  the  wealthiest  citi- 
zens. 3.  (7a//i;7pu«  is  perhaps  identical 
(as  Sanppe  thinks)  with  the  person 


against  whom  Demosthenes  wrote  Or, 
Lii.  4.  Onetor,  the  brother-in-law 
of  Aphobus :  Dem.  OraU.  xxx.  and 
XXXI.  5.  AnttcleSf  unknown.  6. 
Philonides,  unknown :  unless  he  is 
the  ^iKuvlSrii  MeXirei^  against  whom 
Lysias  wrote  his  speech  in  a  trial 
^altaw  (Sauppe  AU,  OraU,  11.  208), 
and  whom  the  comic  poets  ridiculed 
(Bergk  Bell,  Com.  AU.  pp.  400  ff.). 
7,  8.  Philomelus,  Charmantides,  un- 
known. 
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were  so  great,  especial  pains  have  been  taken  to  slander  him. 
I,  therefore,  who  am  supposed  to  have  been  his  adviser  and 
teacher,  cannot  be  silent.     If  he  is  shown  to  have  been  a 
bad  man,  let  me  share  the  blame.     If  he  is  proved  to  have 
been  incomparable  as  a  general  and  as  a  citizen,  let  the 
honour  be  his  alone.     Now,  in  the  first  place,  no  general 
ever  took  so  many  and  such  important  cities.     Corcyra,  im- 
portant in  regard  to  the  Peloponnesus, — Samos,  for  Ionia, — 
Sestus    and    CrithotS,  for    the   Hellespont, — Potidaea,  for 
Thrace, — were  taken  by  him  with  slender  resources.     He 
forced  Lacedaemon  into  the  present  peace,^  the  most  advan- 
tageous ever  concluded  by  Athens.     In  a  word,  he  took  24 
towns  at  a  smaller  outlay  than  the  single  siege  of  Melos  cost 
our  fathers.     These  exploits  were  achieved  at  a  time  when 
we  were  weak  and  our  enemies  strong.     By  what  qualities 
did  Timotheus  achieve  them  ?     He  was  not  of  the  ordinary 
type  of  your  generals, — neither  of  a  robust  frame,  nor  trained 
in  the  camps  of  mercenaries.     But  he  knew  against  whom, 
and  with  whose  aid,  to  make  war ;  how  to  form,  and  to  use, 
a  force  suitable  for  each  attempt ;  how  to  bear  privations, 
and  to  remedy  them ;  how  to  win  for  Athens  the  trust  and 
the  love  of  Greece.     A  general  who,  like  Lysander,  has  one 
brilliant  success  is  less  great  than  one  who  for  years  deals 
wisely  with  ever-varying  diflBculties.     Yet  Timotheus  was 
brought  to  trial  for  treason ;  and,  although  Iphicrates  took 
the  responsibility  for  what  had  been  done,  Menestheus  for 
what  had  been  spent,  they  were  acquitted,  while  Timotheus 
was  fined  in  an  unheard-of  sum.^     Ignorance,  envy,  excite- 
ment, go  far  to  explain  this  result ;  but  it  must  be  owned 
that    the  character  of    Timotheus  contributed  to  it.      He 
was  no  anti- democrat,  no  misanthrope,  not  arrogant;  but 

^  §  109.     TttiJnyv  oirrobi  'fipdyxaae  cannot  properly  be  represented  as  the 

(TwOiffOai  riiv  elpi/iprjy — i.e.  the  Peace  direct  result  of  them, 

of  Callias,  371  B.C.     The  victories  of  »  The  sura  was  100  talents  — i.<J. 

Timotheus  had,  by  weakening  Sparta,  about  £24, 000 :  Deinarch.  in  Demosth, 

led  up  to  this  peace ;  although  it  §  14. 
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his  unbending  loftiness  of  mind  matle  him  liable  to  seem  all  why 
this.      Against   my    advice,  he    refused    to  conciliate    the  was 
speakers  who  sway  the  ecclesia  and  those  who  direct  the  *^<*'^^®"^   • 
opinion  of  private  circles.     These  men  made  it  their  business 
to  frame  falsehoods  about  him — falsehoods  which,  had  I 
space,  I  could  bring  you  to  see  and  hate.     But  I  must  go 
back  to  my  own  case  (^  101-139). 

"  I  hardly  know  how  to  arrange  the  topics  on  which  it 
remains  for  me  to  speak ;  perhaps  it  will  be  best  to  take 
each  as  it  occurs.     But  here  I  am  checked  by  the  warning  a  friend's 

counsel. 

of  a  friend, — which  you  shall  hear.  '  If  you  describe  your 
blameless  life,'  he  said,  *you  will  only  provoke  jealousy. 
That  you  should  have  so  written  as  to  deserve  public  grati- 
tude, and  that  your  intimates  should  have  been  men  whom 
Athens  delighted  to  honour ;  that,  till  now,  you  should  have 
been  a  stranger  to  lawsuits ;  that,  while  seeking  no  public 
emoluments,  you  should  have  enrolled  yourself  and  your  son 
among  the  twelve  hundred  who  pay  the  war-tax  and  bear 
the  public  services ;  that  you  and  he  should  thrice  have  dis- 
charged the  trierarchy,  and  performed  the  other  services  at 
a  greater  cost  than  the  laws  enjoin ;  that  you  should  receive 
presents  from  abroad,  and  avoid  all  display  at  home — these 
things  will  but  irritate  your  judges.'  When  my  friend  said 
this,  it  seemed  to  me  that  it  would  be  strange  if  any  reason- 
able men  could  object  to  my  bearing  the  city's  burdens  and 
yet  declining  its  rewards.  I  decline  its  rewards  not  from 
arrogance,  but  firom  preference  for  a  quiet  life.  It  is  not 
because  I  am  very  rich  that  I  take  so  large  a  share  of  its 
burdens.  No  sophist  has  ever  made  a  great  fortune.  Gorgias  The  wealth 
of  Leontini,  who  passed  much  time  in  Thessaly  when  it  was  g^^r- 
the  richest  part  of  Greece — whose  life  was  spent  in  seeking  ^^^^ 
wealth  from  city  to  city,  and  who  had  no  family  burdens — 
left  only  1000  staters.  The  income  of  a  sophnt  \w\vXs  ni>t 
be  judged  by  that  (\^  a  popular  i^Qtor.  Compare  me,  if  you 
will,  with  the  most  successful  men  in  my  own  profession ; 
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and  you  will  find  that  I  have  been  at  once  a  thrifty  house- 
holder and  a  liberal   citizen  (§§  140-158).     Things  have 
changed  at  Athens  since  I  was  a  boy.     Then  wealth  was 
noT^only  digniQed  but'Bafe,  and  everj'  one  affected  to  be 
The  new     pQher  than  he  was.     Now  it  is  more  dangerous  to  be  sus- 
ri^"  °    pQcted  of  wealth  than,  of  the  worst  crime.     When  my  fortune 
^      was  wrecked  in  the  Peloponnesian  war,  and  I  resolved  to 
repair  it  by  teaching,  I  hoped  that  success  in  my  new  pro- 
fession would  bring  credit  and  respect.      It  has  brought, 
however,  only  en\7'  and  slander.     Lysimachus,  who  lives  by 
the  informer's  trade,  is  accuser — I,  who  have  not  preyed  on 
you,  but  have  prospered  through  the  gratitude  of  men  whom 
Pindar  and  I  had  saved.  Stand  in  danger.     Our  ancestors  made  Pindar 

Athens.  '  ® 

their  public  friend  (proxenus),  and  voted  him  10,000 
drachmas  ^  because  he  bore  witness  that  Athens  is  the  stay 
of  Hellas.  It  would  be  hard  if  I,  who  have  given  her  praise 
ampler  and  nobler  than  that,  should  not  be  allowed  even  to 
end  my  days  in  peace  (^  159-166). 

"  The  indictment  has  now  been  answered.  But  from  the 
first  I  have  foreseen  that  I  should  have  to  combat,  not  merely 
the  charges  against  myself,  but  the  prejudice  against  these 
studies  generally.  Eeflection,  however,  assured  me  that 
among  you  I  should  find  fairness,  and  that  the  cause  of 
Philosophy  could  be  satisfactorily  defended.  In  the  fact  of 
the  prejudice  against  it  there  is  nothing  strange.  Athens 
Public  is  large  and  populous.  Public  opinion  here  is  irregular 
Ati^M?*  aiid  vehement  as  a  winter-torrent.  It  sweeps  down  all 
men  and  all  things  that  it  chances  to  seize.  This  has 
befallen  my  studies.  But  you  must  decide  calmly.  Ee- 
member  that  it  is  not  my  case  alone  which  is  at  issue,  but 

^  About  £400 — not    an  illiberal  per  cent  interest — 8tirX^v  ar>rv  rV 

dtmuur^  even  if  we  adopt  that  ver-  iyj/da»  dWdcxroy,  [Aeschin.]  Ep.  iv. 

sion  of  the  story  which  represents  Pindar's  words  were  at  re  \iirapal  xai 

the  poet  as  having  been  heavily  fined  Iwrr^ipopoi  koI  dol8i/ioi,    |  'EXXddos 

for    this    panegyric    by  his  fellow-  fpeta/ia,  KXewal   *Kdavaxj    Scu/i6yiop 

countrymen,  and  the  Athenians  as  TrdKUBpop.     {Frag.  46,  ed.  Donald- 

merely  reimbursing   him  with  100  son,  p.  346.) 
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the  education  of  our  youths — upon  which  the  future  of 
Athens  must  depend.  If  Philosophy  is  a  bad  thing,  it 
should  be  absolutely  banished  ;  if  it  is  a  good  thing,  it  should 
be  encouraged,  and  its  detractors  should  be  silenced.  I 
wish  that  this  accusation  had  been  brought  against  me  (if 
it  was  to  be  brought)  at  a  time  when  I  could  have  pleaded 
the  cause  of  philosophy  with  the  vigour  of  a  younger  man. 
However,  I  will  try  to  set  before  you,  as  well  as  I  can,  its 
nature — its  power — its  relation  to  other  sciences — the 
benefits  which  it  is  able  to  confer — and  the  degree  in  which 
I  profess  to  impart  them.  If  the  style  of  the  defence  is 
singular,  pardon  it  to  the  diflBculty  of  the  subject  (§§  167- 
179.) 

"  What  Gymnastic  is  for  the  body.  Philosophy  is  for  the  Analogy  of 
mind.     In  the  one  as  in  the  other,  the  pupil  learns  first  the  ^  Gj^m-  ^ 
technical  rudiments,  and  then  how  to  combine  them.      The  "^^^^ 
physical  and  the  mental  training  will  alike  improve  natural 
powers.      But  the  master  of  the  palaestra  cannot  make  a 
gi^eat  athlete,,  nor  the  teacher  of  Philosophy  a  great  speaker. 
To_  make  the   latter,  three   things  are  needed — capacity, 
training,  and  practice.     Capacity — which  includes  intellect, 
voice,  and  nerve — is  the  chief  requisite.     Practice,  however, 
can  by  itself  make  a  good  speaker.     Twining  is  by  far  the 
least  unportaut  of  the  three.     It  may  be  complete,  and  yet 
may  be  rendered  useless  by  the  absence  of  a  single  quality 
—nerve  (§§180-192). 

"  Do  not  suppose  that  my  claims  are  modest  only  when  Proof  that 
I  address  you,  but  larger  when  I  speak  to  my  pupils.     In  always  ** 
an  essay  published  when  I  first  began  to  teach,  the  excessive  1^^^^ 
pretensions  of  some  teachers  are  expressly  blamed. — This  ^^^ 

claims. 

passage  will  explain  my  view. 

[Here  is  read  an  Extract  from  tJte  Essay  Against  the 
Sophists,  §§  14-18.] 

You  see,  then,  that  at  the  outset  as  at  the  close  of  my  career, 
in  safety  as  in  danger,  I  have  held  this  language. 
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"  This,  I  well  know,  will  not  satisfy  those  against  whose 
prejudices  I  am  contending.  Much  more  must  be  said  before 
they  can  be  converted  or  refuted.  Their  prejudice  utters 
itself  in  one  of  two^asaertions : — that  the  system  of  the 
sophistsis  futile  ;  or  that  it  is  effectual,  but  immoral  (^ 
193-198).  ' 

The  "  Those  who  say  that  it  is  futile  try  it  by  a  standard 

syrtem  ia  which  they  apply  to  none  of  those  arts  in  which  they  believe. 
(1)  effect-  Xhey  demand  that  all  its  disciples  shall  become  finished 
speakers  in  a  year.  The  success  of  the  sophists  is,  in  fact, 
ftqimlj^  ^jLt  nf  apy  nt.hftr  class  of  teachers.  Some  of  their 
pupils  become  powerful  debaters ;  others  become  competent 
teachers ;  all  become  more  accomplished  members  of  society, 
better  critics,  more  prudent  advisers.  And  what  proves  the 
training  to  be  scientific,  is  that  all  bear  the  stamp  of  a 
common  method.  Those  who  despise  such  culture  assume 
that  practice,  which  develops  every  other  faculty,  is  useless 
to  the  intellect ;  that  the  human  mind  can  educate  the  in- 
stincts of  horses  and  dogs,  but  cannot  train  itself ;  that  tame 
lions  and  learned  bears  are  possible,  but  not  instructed  men 
(§§  199-214). 
and  (2)  not  "  Others  maintain  that  Philosophy  has  an  immoral  tend- 
ency, and  hold  it  responsible  for  the  faults  of  a  few  who 
pervert  it.  I  am  not  going  to  defend  all  who  say  that  they 
are  sophists,  but  only  those  who  say  so  truly.  And  first — 
What  mo-  /  What  are  the  objects  which  tempt  men  to  be  dishonest  ?  I 
Sophtet  fo/  *"^wer  that  the  object  is  always  one  of  three  things — plea- 
sure, profit,  or  honour.  Could  it  be  pleasant,  profitable,  or 
honourable  for  a  sophist  that  his  pupils  should  be  known 
I  as  rascals  ?  It  may  perhaps  be  replied  that  men  do  not 
always  calculate ;  that  a  margin  must  be  left  for  intemperate 
impulse.  But,  even  if  a  sophist  indulged  such  impulses  in 
himself,  it  could  be  no  more  for  his  pleasure  than  for  his 
interest  to  encourage  them  in  his  pupiL  Are  the  sJtrangera 
who  come  from  Sicily,  from  the  Euxine  and  other  quarters  to 


being  dis- 
honest ? 
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the  rhetorical  schools  of  Athens  brought  hither  by  the  desire 
to  become  knaves  ?     Or,  if  that  were  their  wish,  could  they 
not  find  teachers  at  home  ?     But  the  whole  tenor  of  their 
life  among  us  proves  them  honest  men.     Again,  if  power  in 
discourse  is  in  itself  a  corrupting  thing,  all  those  who  have 
possessed  it,  and  not  some  only,  ought  to  have  been  tainted 
by  it.     Yet  the  best  statesmen  of  our  generation  and  of  the  The  bwt 
last  were  those  who  had  most  studied  oratory.     To  go  back  ^ave  been 
to  old  times,  Solon,  Cleisthenes,  Themistocles,  Pericles,  were  ^^**°"- 
all  distinguished  orators ;  gglofl^waS-fiyfiii-fiaUed^  one^of  the 
Seven   Sophists.       Pericles    studied    under   Anaxagoras   of 
Clazomenae,  and  under  Damon  ,^  who  was  the  ablest  Athenian 
of  his  time  (§§  215-236). 

"  But  I  can  point  out  the  places  in  which  may  be  found  The  real 
those  who  are  really  liable  to  the  charges  falsely  brought  areThe  " 
against  the  sophists.     Bead  the  tablets,  giving  notice  of  law-  ^^^^\ 
suits,   which   are  published   by  the   Thesmothetae,  by  the 
Eleven,  and  by  the  Forty.  ^    Among  the  names  of  wrongdoers 
and  of  false  accusers  which  figure  there  will  be  found  those 
of  Lysimachus  and  his  friends, — not  mine,  nor  that  of  any 
member  of  our  profession.      Were  we  really  corrupters  of 
youth,  our  accusers  woidd  have  been  the  fathers  and  relatives 
of  those  whom  we  corrupted, — not  such  men  as  Lysimachus, 
whose  interest   it  is  that  Athens   should   be  demoralised. 
Just  now  I  spoke  of  the  hostility  which  some  educated  men 
feel  towards  our  art.     That  hostility,  I  venture  to  hope,  will 
have  been  disarmed  by  these  plain  statements.     But  there 
is,  I  think,  a  jealousy  which  is  even  more  widely  spread. 

^  Damon,    the  musician,  is  men-  plished  musician,   and    not    merely 

tioned  as  a  master  of  his  art  in  Cic.  that,  but  ya.  every  respect  a  desirable 

de  Orat.  iii.  xxxiii.  §  132,  and  was  companion  for  young  men  at  their 

said  to  have  taught  Pericles.    (Plut.  age." 

Per,  c.  4.)    Plato's  high  estimate  of  "  §  237  ol  Tcrrapd^ovra — judges  who 

him  appears  from  the  Laches^  p.  180  went  circuit  through  the  Attic  demes 

D,  where  Nicias  says  that  Socrates  {diKaaral  Karii  Siifiovi),  deciding  cases 

has  lately  recommended  to  him  a  of  aUla  and  ^oUtap  and  dUai  in  which 

teacher  of  music  for  his  sons — "Damon,  not  more  than  ten  drachmas  were  at 

a  pupil  of  Agathocles — a  most  accom-  stake :  Smith,  Diet,  Anit.  s.  %\ 
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How  men 
worship 
"Persua- 
sion "  at 
Athens. 


Speech — 
man's 
noblest 
gift. 


The  true 
place  of 
"  Eristic  " 
in  educa- 
tion. 


Philosophy 
is  the  art 
of  conjec- 
turing 
what 
should  be 
done. 


It  is  because  all  ambitious  men  wish  to  be  able  speakers, 
but  are  too  indolent  to  work  for  that  end,  that  they  dislike 
those  who  are  ready  to  go  through  the  necessary  toil.  It 
is  strange  that,  while  Athenians  reproach  the  Thebans  and 
others  with  neglecting  culture,  they  should  revile  their  fellow- 
citizens  for  seeking  it ;  that  the  goddess  of  Persuasion  should 
be  honoured  with  yearly  sacrifice,  while  those  who  wish  to 
share  her  power  should  be  regarded  as  desiring  something 
evil ;  that  bodily  training  should  be  esteemed,  while  mental 
training — to  which  Athens  owes  her  place  in  Hellas — is 
slighted  (^  237-250). 

"  If  a  man  used  his  inherited  wealth,  his  skill  as  a  hoplite 
or  as  an  athlete,  in  doing  harm  to  his  fellow-citizens,  he 
would  be  punished,  though  the  founders  of  his  fortune,  the 
teachers  of  his  skill,  might  be  praised.  The  gods  have 
given  us  speech — the  power  which  has  civilised  human  life ; 
and  shall  we  not  strive  to  make  the  best  use  of  it  ? 
(^  251-257). 

"  Lysimachus  and  such  as  he  are  not  the  only  enemies 
of  Rhetoric.  It  is  attacked  also  by  the  professors  of  Eristic. 
Instead  of  retorting  their  reproaches,  I  wish  simply  to  aid 
you  in  estimating  their  studies  relatively  to  ours.  Eristic 
discussion^  like  Astrology  or  Geometry,  seems  to  me  not  to 
deserve  the  name  of  Philosophy,  since  it  has  no  practical 
bearing ;  but,  rather,  to  be  a  good  preparation  for  Philosophy. 
Schoolboys  are  trained  to  work  and  to  think  accurately  by 
grammar  and  literary  study ;  Philosophy  forms  a  more  mcaily 
discipline  of  the  same  sort  for  young  men.  But  no  one 
should  allow  his  mind  to  be  dried  up  by  barren  subtleties, 
or  to  drift  into  such  speculations  as  those  with  which  the 
Ionic  physicists  juggled  (§§  258-269). 

"  Having  said  what  Philosophy  is  not,  I  must  try  to 
explain  what  (as  I  think)  it  is.  My  view  is  very  simple.  A 
wise  man  is  one  who  can  make  a  good  guess  (knowledge  being 
impossible)  as  to  what  he  ought  to  say  and  do.     A  philo- 
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sopher,  a  lover  of  wisdom,  is  one  who  spends  his  time  in 
the  pursuits  by  which  he  may  best  gain  such  perception. 
And  what  are  these  pursuits  ?     My  answer  will  probably 
shock  you ;  but  I  should  be  ashamed  to  betray  the  truth 
for  the  sake  of  peace  in  the  fraction  of  life  remaining  to  me. 
Well,  then,  I  hold  that  there  is  no  communicable  science  of  virtue 
Virtue  or  Justice ;  but  that  a  man  ambitious  of  speaking  ^"ght. 
well^of  persuading  others,  and  (in  the  true  sense)  of  gaiuy 
will    incidentally   become   more    virtuous    and   more  just. 
Desirous  of  speaking  wi_th.  applause,  he  will  occupy  himself  But  the 
with  the  noblest  themes,  and  dwell  upon  the  worthiest  topics  p^p},^*^ 
of  these.     Desirous  of  persuading,  he  will  strive  to  be  just,  ^^^^  ^ 

— ». -    o  ^.,       virtuous. 

since_jiothing  is  so  persuasive  as  a  character  which  is  felt 
to  be  jipright.  Desirous  of  real  gain^  he  will  seek  the 
approval  of  the  gods  and  the  esteem  of  his  fellow-citizens. 
It  is  only  by  a  perversion  of  language  that  the  *  desire  of 
gain  *  has  been  associated  with  knavery ;  as  '  wittiness '  with 
bufifoonery,  and  *  philosophy '  with  the  mystifications  of  the 
elder  sophists.  This  conception  of  philosophy  as  something 
unpractical — this  tendency  to  discourage  all  systematic 
training  for  affairs — has  its  result  in  the  lives  of  our  youth. 
Their  occupations  are  to  cool  wine  in  the  Enneakrunos, — to  Young 
drink  in  taverns, — to  gamble, — to  haunt  the  music-schools.  ^  ^^^' 
The  informers  do  not  molest  those  who  foster  these  pursuits. 
They  attack  us,  who  discourage  them  ;  and  say  that  youths 
who  spend  on  their  education  a  tithe  of  what  others  spend 
on  vice,  are  being  corrupted  (§§  270-290). 

"Power  of  speaking,  when  simply  natural,  is  admired;  The  culture 
it  is  strange,  then,  that  blame  should  ie  caat_upon   the  Lgnce 
•attempt  -to  cultivate  it.      When  acquired   by  labour,  the 
faculty  is  more  likely  to  be  used  discreetly  than  when  it  is  / 
an  accident  of  genius.     Athenians,  of  all  men,  ought  not  to 
despise  culture.     It  is  cultivated  intelligence  which  distin-  distinctive 
guishes  men  from  beasts,  Hellenes  from  barbarians,  Athenians 
from  Hellenes.     Athens  is  regarded  as  the  teacher  of  all 

VOL.  II  L 
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who  can  speak  or  teach  others  to  speak ;  the  greatest  prizes, 
the  best  schools,  the  most  constant  practice  are  supplied  by 
her.  For  her  to  disown  the  study  of  eloquence  would  be 
aSvJf__Sgarta  laid  disabilities  on  military  education  or  the 
Thessalians  on  skill  in  horsemanship.  In  athletic  prowess. 
Her  glory  Athens  has  many  rivals ;  in  culture,  none.  Her  intellectual 
^ame!'^  cidture  is  what  most  commands  the  admiration  of  foreigners  ; 
as  the  prevalence  of  informers  is  the  one  blot  to  which  they 
can  point  You  ought  to  punish  those  who  bring  disgrace 
upon  you,  and  honour  those  who  do  you  credit.  Miltiades, 
Themistocles,  Pericles,  became  great  by  the  pursuits  which 
these  informers  vilify.  Remembering  this,  strive  to  keep 
the  law-courts  pure  for  the  citizens  generally ;  and  honour 
the  ablest  and  most  cultivated  among  them  as  the  truest 
guardians  of  the  democracy  (^  291-309). 
Epilogue.  "The    length  of   my  defence   has  already  passed  due 

limits ;  but  there  are  still  a  few  words  that  I  would  say  to 
you.     It  is  bitter  to  me  to  see  the  infonner's  trade  prospering 
Ancient      better  than  the  cause  of  education.     Would  our  ancestors 
cuit^.'°^  have  looked  for  this  ?     Solon,  eldest  of  the  Sophists,  was 
Solon.        p^ij  |3y  them  at  the  head  of  the  State ;  against  informers 
they  appointed  not  one  mode  of  procedure  only  but  many, 
— indictment  before  the  Thesmothetae,  impeachment  before 
the  Senate,  plaint   to  the   Assembly.     And  infonners  are 
The  dema-  worsc  now  than  they  were  then.     Their  audacity  has  grown 
gogues.       ^^  ^^  licence  of  those  demagogues  to  whom  our  fathers 
entrusted  the  protection  of  the  Athenian  empire ;  who,  by 
reproaching  our  most  distinguished  citizens  as  oligarchs  and 
partisans  of  Sparta,  made  them  such, — who  harassed,  and  so 
estranged,  our  allies, — who  brought  Athens  to  the  verge  of 
slavery.     Time  is  failing  me ;  I  must  cease.     Others  con- 
clude by  committing  their  cause  to  the  mercy  of  their  judges 
and  the  entreaties  of  their  friends ;  /appeal  to  my  past  life. 
The  gods,  who   have  protected  it  hitherto,  will  protect  it 
now.     Your  verdict,  whatever  it  may  be,  will  be  for  my 


XV  IS  OCR  A  TES—  WORKS  1 47 

good.     Let  each  of  you  give  what  sentence  he  will "  (§§  310- 
323). 

The  speech  On  the  Antidosis  falls  into  two  main 
divisions.  In  §§1-166  Isocrates  defends  himself. 
In  §§  167-323  he  defends  his  Art—"  the  discipline 
of  discourse,"  17  r&v  Xoyoyv  watSeia  (§  168).  His  own 
practice,  as  described  in  the  first  part,  agrees  with  his 
theory,  as  set  forth  in  the  second.  What  that  theory 
was — what  Isocrates  claimed,  or  did  not  claim,  to  do 
—and  how  he  was  distinguished  from  his  brother 
"  sophists  " — it  has  been  attempted  to  explain  in  a 
former  chapter.^ 

^  Ch.  XIII.  p.  34. 
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I.  On  the  Relations  of  Greece  ivith  Persia 

1. 1.  1 .  Panegyricus.    [Or.  iv.] — The  date  of  the  speech 

gyricus.  is  determined  by  §  126.  It  is  there  said  that  the 
Spartans  are  besieging  Olynthus  and  Phlius.  Olynthus 
was  besieged  in  383  B.C.,  Phlius  early  in  380  ;  both 
fell  towards  the  close  of  379.  The  speech  cannot, 
then,  have  been  published  before  380  or  after  379. 
Now  the  year  380  B.c.  was  the  first  of  the  hundredth 
Olympiad.  The  title  Panegyricus — given  to  the 
speech  by  Isocrates  himself — points  only  to  some 
great  festival,  and  has  been  referred  by  one  critic  ^  to 
the  Greater  Panathenaea.  But,  taking  the  other  cir- 
cumstances into  account,  it  seems  hardly  doubtful  that 
Date.  the  Panegyricus  was  published  at  the  time  of  the 
Olympic  festival  in  the  autumn  of  380  b.c.^ 

*  Preller,  Demeter  and  Persephone,  tions  nearest  to  380  B.c.  would  there- 

p,  71n.,  whorefer8to§62,  €iir^X*^P«''  fore   have   been    those  of   382   and 

rairT)p  :  bnt  rai^r  merely  answers  to  378  ;    and    the    Lesser  Panathenaea 

i^  iji — (that  land,  from  which).     The  can  scarcely  be  thought  of. 

Greater  Panathenaea  fell  in  the  third  "^  An  ingenious,  but  to  my  mind 

year  of  each  Olympiad.     The  celebra-  improbable  view,  has  lately  been  sug- 
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The  duty  of.  Hellenic. unity  against  the  barbarian       / 
had  already  been  the  theme  of  Gorgias  and  of  Lysias 
in  speeches  delivered  at  Olympia.^     It  is  not  likoly  Mode  of 
that^  like  theirs,  the  oration,  of  Isocrates  was  recited  at  tion/^ 
the  festival  by  its  author.     His  want  of  nerve  and 
voice,  and  much  in  the  contents  of  the  speech  itself, 
would   probably  have   deterred   him   from   such   an 
attempt.     The  speech  may,  indeed,  have  been  recited 
for  him  ;  but  it  is  more  likely  that  it  was  first  intro- 
duced  to  the  Greek  public  by  copies  circulated  at 
Olympia,  and  sent  to  cities  in  which  Isocrates  had 
friends  among  the  leading  men.^ 

His  appeal  to  Panhellenic  patriotism  was  made  state  of 

.       ^^  /^ : — r-i-.^ the  Greek 

at  a  time  when  such  patriotism  was  sorely  needed,  world  in 
By  the  Peace  of  Antalcidas  in  387  B.c.  Artaxerxes 


11.  had  become  master  of  the  Asiatic  Greeks,  and 
ultimate  arbiter  in  the  affairs  of  western  Hellas ;  the 
A^egean,  no  longer  protected  by  an  Athenian  fleet, 
was  infested  by  pirates ;  the  party  strife  which  the 


gested  by  W.  Engel  (Rauchenstein, 
In  trod,  to  Panegyr.  p.  21).  Engel 
thinks  that  the  whole  speech — except 
§§  125-132— was  written  and  publish- 
ed as  early  as  385  B.c.  He  observes 
that  (1)  in  §§  125-132  the  Spartens 
are  spoken  of  with  a  bitterness  which 
is  in  contrast  with  the  conciliatory 
tone  used  towards  them  in  the  rest 
of  the  oration :  (2)  in  §  141  the  de- 
feat of  J^vagoras  by  the  Persians 
(placed  by  Diod.  in  386  b.c.)  is 
alluded  to ;  but  Isocrates  seems  to 
know  nothing  of  the  capitulation  of 
Evagoras  in  385  (ace  to  Diodorus  XY. 
4).  Engel  thinks  that  the  war  be- 
tween Evagoras  and  Persia  began  in 
394  B.C.  It  lasted  10  years,  and 
ended  in  385  b.c.  (Diod.  xv.  9).  The 
six  years  of  §  141  are  then,  391-385. 


Now  argument  (1)  from  the  tone 
of  §§  125-132  appears  to  me  wholly 
untenable;  since  in  §§  129-132 
Isocrates  expressly  and  elaborately 
apologises  for  whatever  may  seem 
harsh  in  the  tone  of  §§  125-128.  As 
regards  argument  (2),  it  is  valid  only 
if  the  chronology  of  Diodorus  is  ac- 
cepted. Clinton,  F,  H,  vol.  ii.  p. 
279  (Appendix  c.  12,  on  the  Cyprian 
War),  thinks  that  Diodorus  is  clearly 
wrong.  He  believes  that  the  war 
began  in  385  and  ended  in  376. 
Grote,  too,  rejects  the  authority  of 
Diodorus,  and  places  the  war  in  390- 
380  B.C. :  c.  76,  vol.  x.  p.  80  n, 

^  See  above,  on  the  Olympiacus  of 
Lysias. 

^  Sandys,  Introd.  to  Paneg,  p.  xlL 
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decarchies  had  exasperated  was  everywhere  filling 
the  smaller  cities  with  bloodshed ;  and  Sparta,  re- 
gardless of  the  autonomy  which  the  Peace  had 
guaranteed  to  every  state,  was  using  these  troubles 
for  her  own  ends.  In  385  the  Spartans  had  de- 
stroyed Mantineia ;  in  383,  besieged  Olynthus ;  in 
382,  seized  the  Cadmeia ;  in  380,  besieged  Phlius. 
Analysis.  The  Panegyvicus  falls  into  two  main  divisions. 

V  In  the  first  (§§  1-132)  Isocrates  urges  that  Athens 
and  Sparta,  laying  aside  their  jealousies,  should 
assume  the  joint  leadership  of  Greece.  He  argues 
that,  if  Sparta  at  present  holds  the  first  place,  Athens 
has  the  better  historical  claim  to  it ;  and  that,  there- 
fore, a  compromise  might  well  be  made.  In_the 
,  second  part  (§§  133-189)  he  shows  the  direction  in 
which  the  forces  of  Greece,  once  consolidated,  ought 
to  be  turned — namely  against  Persia. 

I.  "  It  is  strange  that  the  founders  of  the  great  Festivals 
should  have  kept  all  their  rewards  for  a  physical  prowess 
which  serves  only  the  athlete  himself,  and  should  have  as- 
signed n6  honour  to  the  mental  toil  from  which  flow  benefits 
to  alL  Content,  however,  with  the  hope  of  simple  approba- 
A  summons  tion,  I  am  here  to  offer  counsels  of  imity  among  Greeks  and 
war  against  the  barbarian  (§§  1-3).  If  the  theme  is  not 
new,  it  admits  of  better  treatment  than  it  has  received  (§§  4— 
5).  The  crisis  is  not  yet  past, — nor,  therefore,  the  season 
for  advice  (^  3-5) ;  and  it  is  of  the  essence  of  oratory  that 
it  seeks  to  put  familiar  facts  in  a  more  impressive  way  (§§ 
7-10).  There  are  some  who  dislike  all  elaborate  speaking, 
and  who  cannot  distinguish  between  occasions  for  safe  plain- 
ness and  for  a  loftier  effort.  I  address  myself  to  those  who 
expect  speakers  on  a  great  theme  to  rise  above  the  common 
level ;  and  I  crave  no  indulgence  if  ±  fail  to  do  so  (^  11-14). 
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"  That  the  various  cities  of  Greece  should  renounce  their  Obstacle  to 

Greek 

feuds  and  turn  together  against  the  barbarian,  has  often  concord- 
been  urged ;  but  the  point  from  which  such .  unity  must  ^^^'^' 
begin  has  been  misged.  Hellas  is  divided,  for  the  most  part, 
between  oligarchies  dependent  on  Sparta  and  democracies 
dependent  on  Athens.  Before  the  lesser  States  can  be  in 
harmony,  the  leaders  must  be  reconciled,  and  must  consent 
to  share  tlie  Tieadship  {ra^  fi^efjMvla^  SieTUa-Oai,  §  1 7).  Sparta 
is  the  obstacle.  She  fancies  that  she  has  an  ancestral  right 
to  sovereignty.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  this  right  belongs 
rather  to  Athens,  Sparta  will  either  yield  something,  or,  if 
she  does  not,  will  be  clearly  in  the  wrong  (^  15-20). 

"  Maritime  Empire  belongs  of  right  to  Athens,  whether  Claims  of 

.A-tliens  to 

the  test  be  (a)  naval  efficiency,  (6)  antiquity,  or  (c)  services  Empire, 
done   to   Greece.     Her  services  have   been  of  two  kinds, 
(1)  civil,  and  (2)  military  (§§  21-27). 

(1.)  "  The  first  things  which  human  life  needs  came  to  Gifts  of 
Hellas  through  Athens.     Demeter,  visiting  Attica  in  her  primuive 
search  for  Persephone,  gave  to  its  inhabitants  two  gifts, — the  G''®«<^«- 
corn-crop,  and  the  rite  of  the  Mysteries.     Athens  did  not 
keep  these  blessings  to  herself,  but  freely  shared  them  with 
all.     If  the  tradition  be  questioned  because  it  is  lost  in 
antiquity,  on  the  other  hand  this  antiquity  implies  wide 
acceptance.     It  is  accredited  by  the  fact  that  most  Greek 
cities  pay  to  Athens  a  yearly  tribute  of  first-fruits.     It  has 
also  an  a  priori  likelihood.     The  earliest  men,  most  needing, 
were  most  likely  to  obtain,  direct  help  from  the  gods ;  and  ^ 

jjip.  pfjoplp  of  -  Attica  are  confessedly  the  oldest  of  races 
(^  28-33). 

"  The  next  great  boon  which  Athens  bestowed  on  early  Athens  the 
Greece,    was    the    enlargement   of   the   area    covered    by  coionisa- 
Greeks.     Seeing   the    barbarians   widely    spread   and    the  **°°* 
Hellenes  straitened  for  space,  she  provided  the  cities  with 
leaders  under  whom  they  conquered  from  the  alien  new 
homes  both  in  Europe  and  in  Asia  ;  peopled  islands  in  eveiy 
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sea ;  and,  in  opening  a  career  to  colonists,  saved  the  mother 
country  ^(34-37).  '. 

Athens  the         «  These  primary  benefits  were  followed  by  others.    Athens 

founder  of 

dvii  life,  was  not  content  with  having  given  the  Hellenes  the  neces- 
saries of  life ;  she  gave  them  civilisation.  Hers  were  the 
earliestjaws,  hers  was  the  earliest  Constitutional  Polity^ 
With  her  originated  the  arts  which  minister  to  men's  needs 
or  pleasures.  The  central  emporium  of  Hellas,  the  Peiraeus, 
was  established  by  her.  All  the  advantages,  all  the  charms 
of  those  great  gatherings  at  which  Greeks  of  every  city  forget 
their  difiGerences  in  a  sense  qf^common  worship  and  of  com- 

Tije  mon  blood,  are  supplied  in  an  unequalled  measure  by  the 

Athenian  ^ 

Festivals,  fefitixftls  of  Athens ;  nay,  she  herself  is  for  all  visitors  a  per- 
petual festival.  Practicalphilosophy.  the  deviser  and  organ- 
iser of  all  these  things — rational  eloquence,  the  permanent 
distinction  of  high  natures — are  honoured^  by  her  as  by  no 
other  city.  So  pre-eminently  is  she  the  seat  of  national 
culture  that  a  man  is  not  considered  in  the  fullest  sense  a 
Hellene  merely  because  he  is  of  Hellenic  blood,  unless, 
further,  he  bears  the  stamp  of  the  Athenian  mind  (g§  38-50). 

Athens  the  (2.)  "  Such  are  the  services  which  Athens  has  rendered 

champion,  ^  ^^  ^^^il  life  of  Hellas.  Her  military  services  have  been 
equally  great,  both  in  wars  between  Greeks,  and  in  wars  of 
Greek  against  barbarian. 

(i)ofop-  "In  Greece  she  has  always  shown  herself  the  unselfish 

pressed 

Greeks;  champion  of  the  oppressed.  Thus  she  successfully  aided 
Adrastus  against  the  Thebans  and  the  Heracleidae  against 
Eurystheus.  The  greatness  of  Sparta  was  foimded  by  the 
succour  which  Athens  lent  to  the  Heraclid  invaders  of  the 
Peloponnese — a  recollection  which  ought  to  restrain  Sparta 
from  injuring,  or  claiming  to  rule,  Athens.  Argos,  Thebes, 
Sparta,  were  in  early  times,  as  they  are  now,  the  foremost 
cities  of  Hellas ;  but  Athens  was  greater  than  them  all — the 
avenger  of  Argos,  the  chastiser  of  Thebes,  the  patron  of  those 
who  founded  Sparta  (^  51-65). 
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"  Against  the  barbarians  Athens  has  waged  more  wars  (2)  of 
than  conld  fitly  be  told  here :  a  few  of  the  chief  only  shall  against 
be  named-     In  the  infancy  of  Hellas,  Attica  was  invaded  ^: 
by  the  Thracians  under  Eumolpus,  son  of  Poseidon,  and, 
later,  by  the  Scythians  leagued  with  the  Amazons,  daughters 
of  Ares.    The  Thracians  were  so  crushed  that  they  withdrew 
from  their  old  seats  on  the  Attic  frontier  to  a  more  distant 
abode.    Of  the  Amazons,  not  one  who  came  hither  returned ; 
and  those  who  had  stayed  behind  were  driven  from  their 
realm  on  account  of  the  disaster  (§§  66-70). 

"  Similar  in  spirit  and  in  result  were  the  wars  against  The  Per- 
Dareius  and  Xerxes.  In  these,  Athens  won  a  double  victory ; 
she  drove  back  the  apparently  irresistible  hordes  of  the 
enemy,  and  took  the  prize  for  valour  from  allies  whose 
bravery  it  seemed  impossible  to  surpass.  Lacedaemon,  in- 
deed, did  brilliant  service ;  the  greater  the  glory  for  Athens 
of  having  outshone  such  a  rival.  The  Persian  Wars  claim 
special  mention  here,  illustrating  as  they  do  at  once  the 
heroism  of  our  ancestors  and  the  hostility  of  Greek  to  bar- 
barian. The  subject  has  been  well-nigh  exhausted  by  the 
speakers  of  Funeral  Orations  ;  ^  but,  as  it  relates  to  my 
present  purpose,  I  must  not  shrink  from  touching  upon  it 
(§§  71-74). 

"  Praise  is  due,  first  of  all,  to  those  earlier  generations  of  Public 
Athenian  and  Spartan  statesmen  who  sowed  the  seed  of  the  old. 
valour  which  afterwards  saved  Hellas.  They  were  character- 
ised in  all  things  by  unselfish  public  spirit.  They  were 
thrifty  of  the  resources  of  the  state ;  they  were  sensitively 
loyal  to  its  honour  and  to  its  interest  in  their  personal  con- 
ducts and  in  their  legislation.     Political    parties,   political 


^  Cf.  the  note  of  Mr.  Sandys  on  ^Ttrd^cot  commonly  ascribed  to 
Paneg,  §  74,  where  he  enumerates  Lysias :  (5)  the  Menexenus  of  Plato  : 
the  known  early  ^irtrd^toi,  viz.  (1)  (6)  the  ^ird^ot  ascribed  to  Demo- 
that  of  Pericles  in  honour  of  those  sthenes  and  purporting  to  have  been 
who  fell  at  Samos  in  440  B.c. :  (2)  spoken  after  Chaeroneia :  (7)  the  Wri- 
the speech  of  Pericles  in  431  b.c.  :  Td^iof  of  Hypereides. 
(3)  the  ^rtrd^cot  of  Gorgias :  (4)  the 
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clubs  then  vied  only  in  benefits  to  the  city.  Thus  were 
formed  the  men  who,  surpassing  the  captors  of  Troy,  van- 
quished Asia;  men  whose  merit  transcends  all  that  has 
been  said  or  sung  of  them.  Surely  some  god  must  have 
ordained  that  struggle  in  order  to  bring  into  full  light 
natures  worthy  of  the  demigods  of  old  (^  75-84). 

"  The  rivalry  between  Athens  and  Sparta  was  never  so 
noble  as  in  the  Persian  wars.  When  the  army  of  Dareius 
invaded  Greece,  the  Athenians,  without  waiting  for  the  allies, 
met  it  at  Marathon ;  the  Lacedaemonians,  on  hearing  of  the 
peril,  had  no  thought  but  to  hasten  to  the  rescue.  Wlien, 
later,  Xerxes  came  with  his  host,  marching  over  the  Helles- 
pont and  sailing  through  Athos,  Spaj-ta  won  glory  at  Ther- 
mopylae, Athens  at  Artemisium.  Then  began  the  last  period 
of  the  war :  and  in  this  the  Athenians  distanced  all  competi- 
tors. Scorning  the  overtures  of  an  enemy  who  actually  held 
their  city,  and  true  to  allies  who  had  forsaken  them,  they 
made  ready  to  fight  alone  at  Salamis.  Shame  brought  the 
Peloponnesians  to  their  side ;  but,  of  the  Greek  ships 
engaged,  Athens  furnished  more  than  all  the  other  States 
together. 

"  If  there  is  now  to  be  an  expedition  against  the  bar- 
barians, who  ought  to  lead  it  ?  Who  but  the  foremost 
fighters,  the  most  unselfish  sufferers,  in  the  former  war ;  the 
founders,  in  ancient  days,  of  cities  to  which,  later,  they 
became  saviours  ?  Would  it  not  be  hard  if,  having  borne 
most  evil,  we  did  not  receive  most  honour ;  if,  having  once 
been  chosen  to  lead,  we  should  now  be  forced  to  follow  ? 
(§§  85-99). 

"  Everyone  must  allow  that,  up  to  the  close  of  the  Persian 
wars,  Athens  had  deserved  the  supremacy.  But  it  is  objected 
that,  after  her  attainment  of  maritime  empire,  she  did  much 
evil  to  Greece  ;  notably  in  the  cases  of  Melos  and  of  Scione.^ 


^  §  100,  rhv  VLiiKiiav  dydpawaSifffJibv 
Kol  rbv  'ZKiwaiiov  SKeOpw,  The  fate 
of  the  Melians  in  416  B.c.  (Thuo.  v. 


84-116)  and  of  the  Scioneans  in  421 
B.C.  (Thuc.  V.  87)  was  the  same ; — 
the  men  of  military  age  wcrej  put  to 
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Now,  these  were  towns  which  had  made  war  upon  her ;  they 
were  treated  simply  with  a  rigour  usual  in  war.  The  true 
test  of  Imperial  Athens  is  to  be  found  in  the  condition  of  Test  of 

Imperial 

her  loyal  subjects.     These,  during  seventy  years,  enjoyed  Athens, 
exemption  from  tyrants,  from  barbarians,  from  the  strife  of 
factions,  from  enmity  in  any  quarter.     The  settlement  of 
Athenian  citizens  upon  the  lands  of  conquered  rebels  has 
been  quoted  in  evidence  of  her  rapacity.     But  such  settle-  The  clem- 

chi&e 

ments  were  meant  merely  as  defensive  garrisons,  not  as  out- 
posts of  aggression.  If  Athens  is  indeed  so  acquisitive,  why 
has  she  never  seized  Euboea?  (^  100-109). 

"  Though  we  have  given  such  proofs  of  moderation,  we  imperial 
are  actually  accused  of  ^selfishness  and  harshness  by  those  ^ 
partisans  of  Sparta  who  supported  the  decarchies  in  the 
various  cities ; — who  inflicted  on  their  own  countries  a  fate 
worse  than  that  of  Melos ; — who  enslaved  themselves  to  a 
Helot,^  and  honoured  the  assassins  of  their  fellow-citizens 
more  than  their  own  parents ; — who  brought  such  misery 
to  every  hearth  that  no  man  had  time  to  grieve  for  his 
neighbour.  These  presume  to  criticise  the  tribunals  of 
Imperial  Athens, — although  they,  in  three  months,  put  to 
death  untried  a  greater  number  of  persons  than  Athens 
put  on  trial  during  the  whole  period  of  her  empire.  A 
single  decree  might  have  cancelled  the  '  severities  *  of  our 
rule  ;  the  bloodshed  and  lawlessness  of  theirs  are  irrepar- 
able (^  110-114). 

"  Sparta  has,  indeed,  given  nominal  peace  ^  and  nominal  Present 
independence  to  the  Greek  cities.     But  the  state  of  Hellas  of  Greece, 
is  very  different  from  what  it  was  in  the  days  of  Athenian 
ascendency.     Pirates  on  the  sea,  marauders  on  land,  render 
life  insecure.     The  '  independent '  towns,  if  not  desolate,  are 

death,  the  women  and  children  sold  refugees :  Thuc.  v.  82. 

as  slaves.       If  any  real  antithesis  ^  Lysander  was  a  ii6dta¥, — i»e.  the 

is  meant  between  dv8fHiiro8i<rfi6t  and  son  of  a  Helot,  brought  up  as  foster- 

dXeOpoif  it  must  refer  to  the  fact  that  brother  of  a  Spartan,  and  afterwards 

the  very  name  of  Scione  was  effiiced.  freed  :  see  Lidd.  and  Scott  8.  v. 

The  territory  was  given  tothePlataean  *  §  115,  the  Peace  of  Antalcidas. 
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subject  to  despots,  to  harmosts,  or  to  Persia.  Formerly, 
when  the  Great  King  invaded  our  territory,  Athens  made 
him  tremble  for  his  own :  she  even  forbade  him  to  launch 
a  war-ship  west  of  Phaselis.^  Now,  he  has  landed  troops 
in  Laconia,  taken  Cythera,  ravaged  the  Peloponnesus.  The 
treaty  made  with  Persia  under  our  empire  was  a  notable 
contrast  to  that  which  has  just  been  concluded.  Sparta 
went  to  war  for  the  purpose  of  freeing  the  Greeks,  and  has 
ended  by  giving  up  a  large  proportion  of  them  to  Persia. 
The  lonians  are  not  merely  tributaries  to  the  barbarian, 
they  do  not  merely  see  his  garrisons  in  their  citadels :  they 
suffer  worse  bodily  usage  than  our  bought  slaves.  Sparta 
is  answerable  for  this.  She  has  become  the  ally  of  abso- 
lutism against  constitutional  freedom.  She  has  devastated 
Mantineia,  seized  the  Cadmeia,  besieged  Olynthus  and 
Phlius ;  she  is  in  league  with  Amyntas  of  Macedon,-  with 
Dionysius  of  Syracuse,  and  with  the  master  of  Asia.  Is  it 
not  monstrous  that  the  city  which  claims  to  lead  the  Hellenes 


1  §  118,  irX  rdSe  *o<n>Xt«of.  The 
so-called  Peace  of  Cimon  has  usually 
been  placed  in  450  b.c.  :  Clinton  F, 
H.  The  tradition  was  founded  on 
the  fact  of  an  Athenian  embassy  to 
Persia  headed  by  Callias :  Her.  viii. 
151.  Grote  and  Curtius  take  dif- 
ferent views  of  this.  Grote  thinks 
that  Callias  really  negotiated  a  treaty 
— in  449  B.C. ;  c  xlix.  vol.  v.  pp. 
455-464.  Curtius  thinks  that  the 
embassy  of  Callias  failed  ;  no  treaty 
was  formaUy  concluded ;  but  the 
terms  of  the  legendary  treaty  re- 
present truly  the  relative  positions 
of  Persia  and  Hellas  at  the  time. 
{Hist.  Or.  vol.  ir.  p.  412  tr.  Ward.) 
Note  that  (as  Mr.  Sandys  observes) 
the  cessation  of  Persia  from  hostilities 
is  described  in  §  118  as  a  simple 
result  of  Athenian  victories ;  in  § 
120,  as  the  result  of  a  definite  con- 
vention. This  well  illustrates  the 
view  of  Thirlwall,  Curtius  and  others, 
that  the  belief  in  a  definite  treaty 


grew  out  of  the  vague  boasts  of 
orators  who  were  seeking  a  contrast 
to  the  treaty  of  Antalcidas. 

3  §  126.  Amyntas  II.  began  to 
reign  in  394  B.c.  In  893  the  lUyrians 
invaded  Macedonia.  Amyntas,  com- 
pelled to  evacuate  Pella,  made  over 
to  the  Olynthian  Confederacy  the 
towns  and  territory  on  the  Thermaic 
gulf,  and  withdrew  to  Thessaly.  In 
383  he  succeeded  in  recovering  the 
greater  part  of  his  kingdom.  But 
the  Olynthians  refused  to  restore 
that  part  of  it  which  he  had  given 
into  their  keeping.  Hereupon,  in 
383,  Amyntas  sent  envoys  to  Sparta 
asking  for  help  against  Olynthus 
(Diod.  XV.  19).  Envoys  from  Acan- 
thus and  Apollonia  came  on  the  same 
errand  about  the  same  time :  Xen. 
HelleTi.  V.  2.  11.  Throughout  the 
Olynthian  war  (383-379)  Sparta  was 
actively  aided  by  Amyntas :  Diod. 
XV.  19-23. 
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should  have  formed  against  them  a  perpetual  alliance  with 
the  barbarians  ? 

"I  have  spoken  harshly  of  Sparta;  but  not  as  an 
enemy  who  would  denounce,  —  rather  as  a  friend  who 
would  admonish.  Instead  of  making  her  neighbours  helots  Appeal  to 
to  herself,  let  her  make  the  barbarians  dependants  of  ^^ 
Greece.  Instead  of  crushing  the  Aegaean  islands  with 
taxation,  let  her  seek  wealth  on  the  continent  of  Asia 
(^  115-132). 

II.  "To  lookers-on  our  conduct  would  seem  madness. 
While  we  quarrel  among  ourselves,  the  king  of  Persia  profits 
by  our  divisions.     We  suffer  him  to  blockade  one  Greek  The  posi- 
armament  [that  of  Evagoras]  in  Cyprus  ;  ^  while  another —  Persia. 


^  §  134.  The  war  between  Eva- 
goras  and  Persia  lasted  ten  years 
(Isocr.  Evag.,  Or.  ix.  §  64:  Diod. 
XV.  8,  9).  In  the  course  of  it,  Eva- 
goras got  together  200  triremes  and 
attacked  the  Persian  fleet  at  Citium, 
but  was  utterly  defeated ;  was 
blockaded  soon  afterwards  in  Sala- 
mis ;  and,  after  a  brave  resistance, 
capitulated. 

Diodorus  assigns  the  war  to  394- 

385  (xv.    8,    9)  ;    the  sea-fight    to 

386  (XV.  2,  3);  the  capitulation 
{ib.  8)  to  385.  Isocrates  alludes  in 
§  141  to  the  sea-fight,  and  here 
(§  134)  speaks  of  the  blockade  as 
existing.  He  says,  moreover,  that 
the  king  of  Persia  has  now  wasted 
six  years  in  the  war ;  which  natur- 
ally means,  and  has  always  been 
taken  to  mean,  that  it  is  six  years 
since  the  war  began. 

I.  Engel  reconciles  Diodorus  with 
Isocrates  by  supposing  that,  with 
the  exception  of  §§  125-132  which 
allude  to  380  B.C.,  the  Pane- 
gyricus  was  published  in  385,  just 
before  Evagoras  capitulated.  The 
"six  years"  of  Isocrates  are,  then, 
391-385,  during  which  the  war 
was  actively  prosecuted, — 394-391 
having   been  years   chiefly  of   pre- 


paration. (See  Rauchenstein,  In- 
trod.  to  Panegyr.  p.  21  and  note 
above.) 

II.  Clinton,  holding  the  natural 
view  that  the  entire  Panegyricus  was 
first  published  in  380,  sets  aside 
the  chronology  of  Diodorus.  He 
believes  that  the  war  began  in  385, 
in  which  year  Evagoras  suffered 
his  defeat  at  sea,  and  ended  in 
376.  The  "six  years"  of  Isocr. 
are,  then,  385-380.  The  blockade 
of  Salamis  must  have  followed  soon 
upon  the  defeat ;  and  we  have, 
then,  to  suppose  a  resistance  of 
some  nine  years  on  the  part  of 
Evagoras,  if,  as  Diodorus  says,  the 
blockade  was  terminated  only  by 
his  surrender. 

III.  Grote  also  places  the  Paru- 
gyricua  in  380.  But  he  assigns 
the  war  to  390-380  or  379.  Xeno- 
phon  (Helleiu  iv.  viii  24)  men- 
tions that  an  Athenian  fleet  was 
sent  to  the  aid  of  Evagoras  in 
390  B.C.  Grote  relies  on  this 
fact  as  showing  that  the  war  be- 
tween Evagoras  and  Persia  had 
begun  in  390.  Clinton,  on  the 
other  hand,  thinks  that  this  Athe- 
nian expedition,  and  a  subsequent 
one   in    388,  related    to    hostilities 
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the  Ionian  contingent  with  Teiribazus  ^ — fights  his  battles. 
If,  instead  of  disputing  about  the  Cyclades,^  we  united  in 
marching  on  Asia,  these  very  lonians  would  be  with  us. 
As  it  is,  Artaxerxes  holds  such  a  position  as  no  Persian 
king  ever  reached  before.  He  is  king  of  all  Asia  and 
master  of  the  Asiatic  Greeks  (^  133—137). 

"  Some  stand  in  awe  of  his  strength.  Were  he  indeed 
strong,  that  woidd  be  but  another  reason  for  attacking  him 
before  he  is  stronger.  But  he  is  not  strong.  His  import- 
ance has  been  due  to  our  dissensions.  Even  Chios  ^  has 
ere  now  made  a  difference  by  throwing  itself  into  one  or 
other  of  two  trembling  scales.  Egypt  resisted  for  three 
years,*  and  finally  discomfited,  the  three  best  generals  of  the 
great    king  —  Abrocomas,    Tithraustes    and    Phamabazus. 


which  preceded  formal  war.  Grote 
does  not  define  the  *'six  years" 
of  Isocr. ;  but  suggests  that  they 
may  be  taken  either  from  the 
Peace  of  Antalcidas  (from  which, 
however,  380  was  the  eighth  year) 
or  from  the  defeat  of  Evagoras 
in  385. 

It  seems  impossible — in  the  ab- 
sence of  better  data  —  to  arrive 
at  a  certain  or  satisfactory  con- 
clusion. For  my  own  part,  I  in- 
cline to  prefer,  with  Clinton,  the 
authority  of  Isocrates  to  that  of 
Diodorus ;  to  suppose  that  the 
Athenian  'expeditions  of  390  and 
388  preceded  any  formal  declara- 
tion of  war ;  that  the  actual  war 
began  in  385 ;  that  the  naval  de- 
feat of  Evagoras  also  fell  in  385, 
and  was  soon  followed  by  the  block- 
ade ;  but  that  Evagoras  held  out 
(whether  able  to  take  the  sea  again 
or  not)  till  376. 

1  §  134.  The  Persian  fleet  (at 
this  time  blockading  Salamis)  was 
commanded  by  Gaus ;  the  Persian 
land  -  forces  by  Orontes  and  the 
satrap  Teiribazus.  With  Teiriba- 
zus served  a  contingent  of  Ionian 
Greeks :     ^    ficrii    Tetpi/Sd^oi;    arpa- 


TcvSfievoif  §  135. 

''^  §  136.  The  particular  dispute 
— if  any  such  is  referred  to — is  un- 
known. Isocrates  perhaps  means 
merely  that  Athens  and  Sparta 
contended  for  the  hegemony,  and 
for  that  privilege  of  levying  con- 
tributions on  the  Aegaean  islands 
which  belonged  to  the  head  of  a 
naval  confederacy.  Cf.  §  132,  xpf? 
rods  0iJ<rct  koI  fi^  816,  r^XH^  fUya 
<f>po¥odvra%  rotot^oi;  ipyois  iwix^i- 
p€Uf  ficiWoy  ij  vrjffiuTas  dafffio- 
XoyeiM,  Rauchenstein  remarks  : 
**  Das  niihere  Uber  diesen  Hader 
ist  nicht  bekannt,  aber  Athen 
konnte  den  Verlust  der  Kykladen 
in  Folge  des  Friedens  (§  115)  nicht 
verschmerzen." 

»  §  139.  Alluding  to  the  revolt  of 
Chios  from  Athens  at  a  critical  time 
in  412  B.C. :  Thuc.  viii.  7. 

*  §  140.  This  revolt  of  Egypt  ia 
not  known  from  other  sources ;  but 
is  again  alluded  to  in  the  FhiltppuSf 
§  101.  As  Mr.  Sandys  observes, 
it  must  at  any  rate  have  been  over 
before  the  active  hostilities  of  Persia 
against  Evagoras  began,  and  may 
be  placed  about  392-390,  or  390- 
388. 
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Evagoras  has  kept  him  at  bay  for  six  years.  In  the  war 
around  Rhodes  ^  Artaxerxes  allowed  the  whole  fleet, — led 
by  the  ablest  living  commander,  Conon,  and  favoured  by 
the  sympathy  of  Sparta's  oppressed  subjects — to  be  held 
in  check  ^  for  three  years  by  100  Lacedaemonian  triremes. 
It  was  only  the  formation  of  the  league  *  of  which  Corinth 
was  the  centre  which  at  last  drove  him  to  fight — and  con- 
quer. I  pass  over  the  successes,  against  Persia,  of  Dercyl- 
lidas,  of  Dracon,  of  Thimbron,*  of  Agesilaus.  Nor  is  the 
mettle  of  Persian  troops  better  than  the  quality  of  Persian 
generalship.  This  was  well  seen  in  the  case  of  the  Greeks 
who  accompanied  Cyrus.  After  the  loss  of  their  leader,  The  "Ten 
surrounded  by  difficulties  of  every  kind,  they  effected  their  sand.'* 
retreat  as  smoothly  as  if  the  Persian  force  which  sought  to 
harass  it  had  been  a  guard  of  honour.  Chastised  when  he 
invaded  Europe — defeated  on  the  seaboards  of  Asia — the 
Persian  king  has  actually  been  mocked  under  the  walls  of 
his  own  palaces^  (§§  138-149). 

"  This  weakness  naturally  results  from  the  political  and  Causes  of 

Persian 

social  system  of   Persia.     The  country  cannot  have  good  weakness. 

^  §  142.      By    6    T6XcM0f    6    ir€fA  in  harbours,  avoiding  engagements 

'P65oi'  is  meant  the  uaval  war  which  on  the  open  sea,  until  just  before 

the     Persian    fleet,     under    Conon  Cnidns. 

and   Phamabazns,  waged  with   the  '  The  alliance  against  Sparta  of 

Lacedaemonian  fleet  under   Pharax  Athens,  Thebes,  Argos,  Euboea  and 

and     Peisander,     beginning    nearly  Corinth  in  394  B.C.,  the  first  year 

at  the  same  time  as  the  first  cam-  of  the  Corinthian  war:    "Corinth 

paign  of  Agesilaus  in  Asia,  and  end-  was  the  ffwidpiw  of  the  allies  (Xen. 

ing  with  the  battle  of  Cnidus  :  396-  Hellen,   iv.    4.   1,  and    Diod.    ziv. 

394  B.C.  82) "  :  Mr.  Sandys  ad  loe, 

^  §  142.      The  Greek  woi*ds  an-  *  §  144.      Thimbron  commanded 

swering  to  *^hdd  in  check  for  three  in    Asia    in    400  :     Dercyllidas    in 

years"    are    rpLa.    irq    woXiopKo^-  399-397:    Agesilaus    in    396-395. 

fjieyou.      But  by  iroTuopKoiufxevov,   as  Dercyllidas   having  taken   Atameus 

Schneider  on  §  142  points  out,  is  in    Mysia    in    398,    placed    Dracon 

meant  not  merely  the  literal  block-  there    as    hanxiost  :     Xen.    ffelUn, 

ode  of  Conon  by  Pharax  in  Caunus  11.  11. 

(Diod.   XIV.    83)  in  895  ;~that,   of  »  §  149.     Cf.,  Xen.  Anah.  11.  4.  4 

course,  did  not  last  three  years ; —  (in  allusion  to  the  victory  at  Cy- 

but  the  fact  that,  during  896-394,  naxa)  :    iyiKwfitv    rb¥    fiaffiKia    iwl 

even    after    the    revolt    of    Rhodes  rats  Oipaxt  airrov  koI  KaTay€\dffayT€s 

from   Sparta,   Conon  kept  his  fleet  dwi/iXdofietf, 
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soldiers  while  the  mass  of  the  people  is  an  unruly,  nerve- 
less, slavish  mob.  It  cannot  have  good  generals  while  the 
men  of  the  upper  classes  are  insolent  and  abject  by  turns, 
with  pampered  bodies  and  craven  spirits,  grovelling  before 
their  human  master,  and  scorning  the  gods.  The  satraps 
who  come  down  to  the  coast  of  Asia  do  not  belie  their 
home  training.  Faithless  and  arrogant  to  friends,  they 
quail  and  cringe  before  enemies.  Thus  they  lavished  gifts 
on  the  army  of  Agesilaus,  but  maltreated  the  Greeks  who 
helped  them  against  Cyprus.  Conon,  who  led  them  to 
victory,  was  seized  that  he  might  be  put  to  death :  ^  Tlie- 
mistocles,  who  defeated  them,  was  enriched  (^  150-154). 

"  They  merit  our  hatred ;  and  they  are  hateful  also  to 
our  gods,  whose  shrines  they  have  desecrated.  The 
lonians  did  well  when  they  swore  that  every  temple  burnt 
by  the  Persians  should  remain  in  ruins,  a  perpetual 
record  of  the  impiety  which  had  destroyed  it.  Nor  has 
Athens  been  less  constant  in  its  enmity.  The  business  of 
our  Ecclesia  and  of  our  Senate  is  always  prefaced  by 
an  anathema  upon  any  citizen  who  shall  make  overtures  to 
Persia.  We  delight  most  in  those  legends  which  immor- 
talise the  disasters  of  Asia.  Nay,  we  find  a  special  charm 
in  the  poetry  of  Homer,  because  it  embodies  our  hereditary 
loathing  of  the  barbarians  (^  155-159). 

"We  have  every  motive,  then,  for  attacking  Persia. 
The  moment  is  favourable.  Egypt  and  Cyprus  -  are  in 
revolt ;  Phoenicia  and  Syria  ^  are  desolate ;  Tyre  has  been 
stormed ;  the  greater  part  of  Cilicia  is  with  us.  The  prince 
of  Caria,  Hecatomn8s,*  has  virtually,  if  not  openly,  rebelled. 


154  ivl  0avdT<fi,  Conon 
was  seized  by  order  of  Teiribazus 
in  890.  How  he  actually  perished 
was  never  known.  According  to 
Deinon,  an  historian  of  the  4th 
century,  quoted  by  Cornelius  Nepos, 
Con,  §  3,  Conon  escaped  from  the 
Persians. 


2  §  161.  See  notes  above  on 
^  134,  140. 

8  §  161.  Evagoras  had  "ravaged 
Phoenicia,  stormed  Tyre,  made  Cilicia 
revolt  from  the  king  "  :  Isoer.  Evag. 
(Or.  IX.)  §  62. 

*  %  162.  HecatomnOs,  Greek 
prince  of  Caria,  had  been  appointed 
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From  Cnidus  to  SinopS  the  Greeks  are  impatient  to  rise. 
If  we  delay,  Rhodes,  Samos  and  Chios  may  incline  to  the 
enemy  ;  but,  if  we  preoccupy  them,  Lydia,  Phrygia  and  the 
up-country  generally  will  probably  come  into  our  power. 
Our  fathers,  having  allowed  I^ersia  to  be  beforehand  with 
them  and  to  get  Ionia,  were  forced  to  stand  a  death-struggle 
at  home.  Let  us  take  warning.  Let  us  go  in  time  to  Asia. 
There  is  a  further  reason  for  making  war  vxno.  The  pre- 
sent generation  has  a  claim  to  be  indemnified  for  long 
sufferings  and  privations.  There  never  was  in  Hellas  a 
greater  mass   of  individual   distress ;    though,  indeed,   the  Suffering 

ill  Or6€ce 

troubles  of  individuals  seem  almost  trivial  at  a  time  when 
whole  countries  are  afflicted — as  Italy  ^  has  been  devastated 
and  Sicily^  enslaved  by  Dionysius  (§§  160-169). 

"  Since  the  leading  statesmen  of  the  various  cities  are 
apathetic  or  timid,  it  is  the  more  incumbent  on  men  outside  . 
the  political  sphere  to  press  this  grave  question.  Before  we  i^- 
can  have  firm  peace,  we  must  have  common  war  against 
Asia.  Before  we  can  shake  off  our  poverty,  we  must  cease 
to  prey  upon  each  other,  and  must  unite  in  gathering  spoils 
elsewhere. 

"  The  Treaty  of  Antalcidas  is  no  real  obstacle.  Its  Peace  of 
more  creditable  articles — those  guaranteeing  the  autonomy 
of  the  Greek  cities  in  Europe — ^have  been  violated  already. 
Only  its  shameful  articles  —  those  which  surrender  our 
allies  to  Persia — have  been  observed.  These  must  forth- 
with be  annulled :  they  were  never  compacts — they  were 
dictates.  The  negotiators  of  the  Treaty  are  much  to  blame. 
One  of  three  courses  ought  to  have  been  taken  by  them. 

by  Artaxerxes  admiral  of  the  Persian  sius    I.    had    reduced    successively 

fleet  at  the  beginning  of  the  war  Caulon,  Hipponium  and  Rhegium  in 

with    Evagoras    (Theopomp.    frag.  Magna  Graecia :  Diod.  xiv.  106  ff. 

Ill,    ed.    Miiller,    quoted   by    Mr.  ^  §    169.       Dionysius    had    sur- 

Sandys  on  §  134);    but  had  after-  rendered  some   Sicilian   towns  —  as 

wards  become  disaffected,  and  had  Acragas,   Himera,   Selinus — to  Car- 

secretly     supplied    Evagoras    with  thage ;     and    brought    others  —  as 

money  (Diod.  xiv.  98).  Naxos,    Leontini,    Messene  —  under 

^  §  169.     In  389-387  B.O.  Diony-  his  own  power  :  see  Diod.  xiii.  114. 

VOL.  II  M 
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Its  terms     They  ought  to  have  stipulated  that  each  Greek  State  should 

criticised 

hold  (1)  simply  its  own  original  territory ;  or  (2)  all  that  it 
had  ever  acquired  by  conquest ;  or  (3)  as  much  as  it  actually 
held  at  the  time  of  the  treaty. — ^As  it  was,   the  terms  of 
peace  were  left  to  be  settled  arbitrarily  by  the  Great  King. 
As  if  he   were   parcelling  out  the  world  between  himself 
and  Zeus,  he  has  taken  one-half  of  it;^  and  this  stands 
The  inva-    recorded  in   our  public  temples.     If,  for  Helen's  sake,  our 
a  theoria.    fathers  rallied  against  Troy,  ought  not  an  insult  to  Hellas 
to  kindle  a  war  now  — a  war  which  will  move  forward,  not 
liable  to  repulse,  but  with  the  stately  progress  of  a  sacred 
embassy? 2  (§§  170-182). 
Summary.  "From   every  point  of  view   tliis  is  the  right  course. 

Those  who  look  to  nothing  but  abstract  justice  cannot 
refuse  to  punish  our  malignant  foes.  Those  whom  the 
sight  of  unmerited  prosperity  provokes,  indeed,  yet  leaves 
prudent,  may  safely  resent  a  grandeur  almost  superhuman 
which  is,  at  the  same  time,  divorced  from  merit.  Those 
who  wish  to  consult  both  justice  and  expediency  see 
before  them  evil  -  doers  who  are  rich  and  helpless.  The 
cities  will  gladly  bear  the  burden  of  the  campaign  ; 
and  its  fame  will  surpass  that  of  the  war  against  Troy 
(^  183-186). 

"  At  the  outset  I  had  hopes  of  doing  some  justice  to 

my  subject ;  now,  at  the  close,  I  feel  how  inadequately  I 

Asia  shall    have  handled  it.      Try,   then,   to  imagine  for  yourselves 

we^thinto  what  an  achievement  it  would   be   to   transfer  to  Europe 

Europe.       ^^iQ  prosperity   of  Asia.     And    let  aspirants  to   oratorical 

distinction,  instead  of  engaging  in   petty  rivalries,  vie  in 

the  treatment  of  this  great  theme.     So  shall   they  benefit 

^  §  179.     The  meaning  seems  to  is  all  that  he  leaves  for  Zeus. " 

be : — "  Zeus  is  absolute  lord  of  the  '  I  have  ventured  to  paraphrase 

whole  earth.     But  Artaxerxes  claims  the    meaning    of     the    image  —  so 

to  be  absolute  lord  of  half  the  earth,  deeply  suggestive  to  a  Greek — con- 

t.e.  of  the  continent  of  Asia.    Europe  tained  in  the  words  ^€wp/^  yLoXKov 

— the  other  of  the  5t<r<rai  ijireipoi —  fj  crpaTiiq.  wpwreoiKcbs  (§  182). 
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themselves,    and    be   regarded    as    benefactors  by   others" 
(§§  187-189). 

The  .PanegyriciLs  is   the  greatest  work  of  Iso-  Fame  of  kf^ 

^^  .  ^^ : .       .        .     the  Pane- iP 

crates.  The  renown  which  it  enjoyed  in  antiquity  is  gyncus. 
attested  by  Dionysius  ^  and  Philostratus ;  ^  and  the 
tradition,  found  in  several  writers,*  that  it  QiB2l5I§d 
Isocrates  for  ten  or  more  years,  whether  literally  true 
or  not,  at  least  shows  that  the  speech  was  recognised 
as  a  masterpiece  of  careful  work.  It  is,  indeed, 
artistic  in  a  double  relation,  in  regard  to  expression 
and  in  regard  to  structure.  The  expression  has  not  Merits  of 
only  a  finished  and  uniform— almost  too  uniform—  •^^'''''^''• 
brilliancy ;  it  has  also  in  some  places  a  wonderful 
felicity,  a  deep  poetical  suggestiveness ;  as  when  it  is 
said  that  the  expedition  to  Asia  will  be  less  a  march 
through  an  enemy's  country  than  such  a  solemn  and 
secure  procession  as,  at  the  seasons  of  the  great  Fes- 
tivals, goes  forth  from  each  city  to  the  welcoming 
shrine  of  the  Delphian  Apollo  or  the  Olympian  Zeus 
(§  182);  and  that  Sparta,  instead  of  making  Greeks 
helots  to  herself,  ought  to  make  the  barbarians  de- 
pendants of  Greece  {Trcploixoi,  §  131).  It  is,  however,  Merits  of 
in  the  structure  of  the  entire  work  that  the  highest 
power  of  the  master  is  seen.  The  central  idea  is 
simple  : — **  To  give  counsel  about  war  against  the 
barbarian  and  unity  among  Greeks  "  (§  3).  But  in  the 
development  of  this  idea  a  vast  range  of  topics  must 

^  Dionys.     de    laoer,     c.    14    ip  the  Parugyricus, 
Ttfi     UavrfyvpiKifif     rt}     ir€piPo'/iT(fi  •  Quint   Inst,   X.   4:    Plut.   Mor. 

\6y(p,  p.    850    E    (''almost   three    Olym- 

2  PhUostr.  Vit.  Soph.  1.  17.— Iso-  piads"):    [Plut]    ViU,    X   OraU, : 

crates    himself,    in    the    Philippua  Phot  Cod,  260. 
(Or.  V.)  §  11,  notices  the  prestige  of 


interest 
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be  surveyed  : — the  historical  claims  of  Athens  and  of 
Sparta  to  lead  Greece ;  the  recent  history  and  actual 
state  of  Persia,  with  all  the  multitude  of  particulars 
which  group  themselves  round  each  of  these  large 
questions.  As  the  speech  goes  on,  the  mass  of  facts 
with  which  it  has  to  deal  is  ever  growing.  Yet  so 
thorough  is  the  writer's  grasp  that  each  thought  leads 
to  the  next  without  violence  and  without  confusion. 
As  the  circle  of  ideas  gradually  widens,  the  central 
point  is  still  kept  clearly  in  view ;  and  the  details, 
even  where  most  complex,  are  seen  to  belong  to  an 
organic  whole. 
Historical  Foremost  among  its  author's  works  in  merits  of 
execution,  the  Panegyriciis  stands  first  also  in  the 
interest  of  its  subject-matter.  Its  value  as  a  political 
pamphlet  has  been  considered  in  a  former  chapter ;  ^ 
and  on  this  head,  one  remark  only  need  be  added 
here.  Isocrates  emphatically  claims  (§§  15-17)  to 
be  not  only  more  philosophical,  but  more  practical, 
than  previous  speakers  on  the  same  subject ;  alluding, 
no  doubt,  to  Gorgias  and  Lysias  among  the  rest.  As 
regards  Gorgias,  this  claim  cannot  now  be  decided. 
As  regards  Lysias,  it  is  questionable :  at  least  the 
large  fragment  of  his  Olympiacus  offers  advice  not 
less  definite  or  less  sensible  than  that  in  the  Pane- 
gyricus.^  But  whatever  was,  at  the  time,  the  politi- 
cal worth  of  the  Panegyricus,  its  permanent  historioaL 
^orth  can  hardly  be  overrated.  To  the  historyjjf 
Greece  it  contributes  a  vivid  picture  of  the  whole 
Hellenic  world,  and  of  the  barbarian  world*  in  con- 

1  Above,  p.  19.         3  g^  y^i^  ^  p^  201.  »  See  eap.  §§  133-169. 


^ 
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tact  with  Hellas,  at  a  critical  moment.  To  the  history 
of  Athens  it  contributes  a  striking  sketch  of  the 
growth   and   influence    in    Greece   of    the   specially  s^^^ 

Athenian  ideas,  religious,  political  and  social.^     Foryf    ^\ 
the  personal  history  of  Isocrates  itfis  of  surpassing  \ 
interest;  it  is  the  earliest^  and  most  complete*  ex-  \ 
pressionof  the  ruling  thought  of  his  life ;  the  thought  ^ 
which   he   afterwards   urged  upon   Dionysius,   upon 
Archidamus,— at  laat  upon  Philip. 

2.  Philippiis.  [Or.  v.] — Philip  had  taken  Amphi-  i.  2.  Phi- 
polis  in  358  B.c.  and  Potidaeain  356.  The  hostilities 
between  him  and  Athens,  carried  on  intermittently 
from  356,*  were  closed  in  March  346,  by  the  so-called 
Peace  of  Philocrates.  Before  that  event  Isocrates 
had  been  composing  a  letter  to  Philip  "  On  Amphi- 
polis,"  urging  peace  on  the  ground  that  AmphipoUs, 
the  chief  cause  of  the  war,  was  not  a  desirable  pos- 
session either  for  Athens  or  for  the  king  of  Macedon 

(§§  1, 3). 

This  letter  had  not  been  sent  when  peace  was 
concluded  (8  7).      Isocrates  now  writes  on  another  Motive  of 
and  a  larger  subject.     He  sees  in  Philip,  at  length  course! 
reconciled   to   Athens,   the  man  who  can   lead   the 
united   Hellenes   against    Persia.      Ever    since    the, 
failure  of  the  Panegyricus  to  bring  about  such  an 
eipiaition  under  the  joint  leadership  of  Athens  and 
Sparta,  he  had  been  looking  for  an  individual  power- 

^  §§  2S-50.  ^yricua  has  beggared  him  ;    he  can 

^  See  the  Philippus   (Or.   v.)  §§  only  say  over  again  what  he  has  said 

128,  129.  there :  6  X^of  6  vatrr/yvpucot,  d  roi>t 

'  In  the  Philippus t  §  84,  he  speaks  iXKovi...f^opurr4povt    iroii^af,    iiui 

of  the  difficulty  of  putting  his  con-  iroXXV  dwoplaw  wapdirxnKtv, 

ceptions  in  a  new  way— the  Paru-  *  Cf.  Grote,  c.  86,  vol.  xi.  p.  882. 
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ful  enough  to  execute  his  favourite  plan  (§§  84,  128, 
129).  He  had  already  applied  to  Dionysius  I. — 
probably  about  368  B.C.  {Ep.  i.  §  8) — and  in  356  to 
Archidamus  III.  {Ep,  ix.  §  16).  This  oration  was 
addressed  to  Philip  soon  after  the  peace  (§§  8,  56), 
but  before  the  conclusion  of  the  Sacred  War  (§§  54, 
74) ;  that  is,  between  March  and  July  ^  346  B.C. 

"  Do  not  be  surprised,  Phihp,  if  before  entering  upon 
the  immediate  subject  of  this  address  I  say  a  few  words 
upon  another.  The  war  between  Athens  and  you,  which 
arose  out  of  your  acquisition  of  Amphipolis,  has  just  been 
closed  by  a  Peace  (§  7).  Before  this  Peace  was  concluded, 
I  was  preparing  to  write  to  you  in  reference  to  Amphipolis. 
It  was  my  purpose  to  show  that  it  was  not  your  interest  to 
hold  that  town,  since,  if  you  surrendered  it  to  Athens,  you 
would  still  be  virtual  master  of  it,  and  enjoy  our  goodwill 
besides ;  nor  yet  the  interest  of  Athens  to  receive  it  from 
you,  since  she  would,  in  return,  have  been  obliged  to  consult 
your  designs  in  that  quarter — paying  you  the  same  kind  of 
homage  which  the  elder  Amadocus  ^  formerly  received  for 
protecting  our  colonists  in  the  Chersonese.  This  argument 
for  peace  has  become  unnecessary ;  but  the  desire  that  the 
Peace  itself  should  be  permanent  leads  me  to  ofifer  you 
counsel  on   another   subject  (§§  1—9).      This  subject  is  a 


^  Cf.  Clinton,  F,  H,  snb  ann.  846. 

'  §  7.  'A/uddo/cof,  or  Mi^doirof,  king 
of  the  Thracian  Odrysae,  is  caUed 
here  6  iraXaior  to  distinguish  him 
from  the  Amadocas  who  inherited, 
in  358  B.C.,  part  of  the  dominions  of 
Cotys,  and  who  was  perhaps  his  son  : 
see  0.  Schneid.  ad  loc.  The  elder 
Amadocus  is  first  heard  of  in  405 
B.C. :  Diod.  XIII.  105.  Xen.  ffdlen, 
IV.  8  says  that  in  390  B.O.  Thrasy- 
bulus,  then  commanding  an  Athenian 
fleet,  reconciled  Amadocus  to  Seuthes, 
iniler  of  Lower  Thrace  {irl  OdXdrrQ 


Apxwra),  and  received  both  of  them 
into  friendship  and  alliance  with 
Athens : — yofdj^cjv  xal  rdi  virb  OpdKfj 
oUco^ffai  t6\€i$  'EWijyidat  <f>i\<av 
8pT(t)y  rojJrwv  ficLWoy  rpoa^x^''^  ^^ 
ToTi  *Adrjvaloii  rby  vovv,  Isocrates 
speaks  here  as  if  the  object  of  the 
favour  shown  to  Amadocus  had  been 
rather  to  restrain  him  from  interfer- 
ing with  the  Athenian  colonies  in 
Thrace  than  to  impress  the  Greeks 
in  that  region  with  the  influence  of 
Athens  over  the  Thracian  princes. 
Cf.  Dem.  in  Aristocr.  p.  628. 
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noble  one — too  great,  perhaps,  for  my  failing  powers.     I  am        / 
going  to  urge  you  to  place  yourself  at  the  head  of  a  united  Phuip 
Hellas,  and  to  make  war  upon  the  barbarian  (^  10-16).  ^^^ 
Friends  at  first  dissuaded  me  from  the  presumptuous  design  against 

^_  A  81ft. 

of  offering  advice  to  the  statesman  who  has  brought  Thessaly 
to  acquiesce  in  obeying,  instead  of  iniling,  Macedonia — to 
the  general  who  has  subdued  the  Magnetes,  the  Perrhaebi, 
the  Paeonians,  all  Illyria  save  the  seaboard  of  the  Adriatic ; 
and  who  has  given  to  Thrace  what  masters  he  pleased. 
But  when  my  dissuaders  heard  what  I  had  to  say,  their 
opposition  was  changed  into  encouragement  (^  17-23). 
Advice  on  great  and  pressing  questions  is  more  effective 
when  it  is  given  orally.  Mine  will  not  have  that  advan- 
tage ;  nor  is  it  set  off  with  rhetorical  ornament.  It  is  a 
plain  statement  of  facts ;  but  these  facts  are  so  supremely 
important  to  you  that  I  hope  for  your  attention  (^  24-29). 

"  I  say,  then,  that  you  ought,  as  their  conamon  friend.  His  first 
to  bring  into  amity  the  four  great  cities  of  Hellas — ^Argos,    "  ^' 
Sparta,  Thebes,  Athens. 

"This  obligation  is  laid  upon  you  by  your  descent.  His  here- 
Argos  was  the  native  city  of  your  ancestors.^  Thebes  position, 
honours  above  other  deities  Heracles,  the  founder  of  your 
line.  Sparta  has  long  been  ruled  by  the  Heracleidae :  and 
Athens  was  their  friend  at  need.  No  quarrel  should  ever 
have  divided  these  cities  from  you  or  from  each  other. 
There  have  been  faults  on  all  parts.  But  now  you  have  a 
glorious  opportunity  of  benefiting  them  and  yourself  too, — 
when  harassed  by  war,  each  of  them  resembles  rather  a 
single  combatant,  following  a  blind,  vindictive  impulse,  than 
a  State  with  a  government  and  a  policy  (^  30—38). 

"  The  attempt  which  I  propose  to  you  can  be  shown  to 

^  §  32.     According  to  Herodotus  —  made   Caranus,    also   an   Argive 

VIII.    137-8,  Perdiccas  I.,  founder  and  a  TSmenid,  the  founder  of  the 

of  the  dynasty  of  Edessa,  was  an  monarchy :  see  Grote,  c.  25,  vol.  rv. 

Argive  of   the   house  of   TSmenus.  p.  21.     Cf.  Liv.  27.  80  Macedonum 

Another   tradition  —  which  cannot,  reges  ex  ca  civikUe  (Argis)  oriundos 

however,  be  traced  above  Theopompus  ae  referurU, 
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be  feasible : — and  first,  on  general  grounds.  The  difficulty 
which  would  have  been  presented  by  the  great  predomi- 
nance of  any  one  State,  as  of  Athens  and  Sparta,  has 
vanished ;  changes  of  fortune  have  placed  all  the  cities  of 
It  18  possi-  Greece  upon  one  level.     Your  position,  on  the  other  hand, 

bleforhini    .  .  ^ 

to  reconcile  is  supreme.  Experience  proves  that  no  enmities  are  too 
bitter  to  be  overcome,  lireece  was  reconciiea  to  Xerxes ; 
Athens  has  been  the  ally  successively  of  Sparta  and  of 
Itebes.  The  interest  of  the  moment  iSj^in^  fact,  the  sove- 
reign controller  of  political  combinations  (§§  39-45). 
'  ^The  practicability  of  the  attempt  may  be  shown, 
further,  on  particular  grounds.  It  is  favoured  by  the  re- 
spective conditions  of  the  several  States  concerned. 

Sparta.  «  Sparta  wishes    for   peace,  because,   deprived  of    her 

empire  at  Leuctra,  she  is  now  harassed  by  her  neighbours  and 
by  her  own  serfs — distiiisted  and  disliked  throughout  Hellas 
— and  in  daily  dread  of  the  Thebans  making  up  their 
quarrel  with  the  Phocians  and  turning  upon  her. 

Argos.  "  Argos  desires  peace,  because  her  distress  resembles,  but 

exceeds,  that  of  Sparta.  She,  too,  is  constantly  harassed  by 
her  neighbours — with  this  difference,  that  they  are  stronger 
than  herself.  And  in  the  intervals  of  war  she  is  a  prey  to 
fierce  democratic  risings. 

Thebes.  "  Thebcs  wishes  for  peace,  because,  through  abusing  the 

results  of  her  great  victory,  she  is  now  worse  off  than  if  it 
had  been  a  defeat.  No  sooner  had  she  won  Leuctra  than 
she  began  to  interfere  in  the  Peloponnese ;  enslaved  Thessaly  ; 
threatened  Megara ;  encroached  upon  Athens ;  ravaged  Eu- 
boea ;  sent  a  fleet  to  Byzantium.  J^astly  she  has  made  war 
upon  Phocis, — a  war  which  she  thought  to  finish  rapidly 
and  to  pay  for  out  of  the  treasures  of  Delphi ;  but  which, 
in  the  event,  has  brought  her  to  the  brink  of  despair. 

Athens.  "  Athens  is  no  longer  yearning  for  peace ;  she  has  had 

the  good  sense  to  embrace  it  already  (^  46-56). 

"  The  possihility  of  reconciling  Hellas  may  be  seen  from 
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these  considemtions.  The  ease^  for  you,  of  the  attempt  may  The  task  is 
be  judged  from  the  cases  of  other  men,  who,  though  less 
favoured  by  circumstances,  have  changed  the  destinies  of 
whole  countries.  Alcibiades,  exiled  from  Athens  and  re- 
solved to  force  his  way  back,  effected  it  by  first  throwing  all 
Greece  into  a  tumult.  Conon,  disgraced  through  no  fault 
of  his  own,  not  only  retrieved  the  disgrace  by  his  own  un- 
aided energy,  but  lived  to  restore  the  glory  of  Athens. 
Dionysius,  an  ordinary  Syracusan,  made  himself  master  of 
Sicily.  The  elder  Cyrus,  whom,  in  his  infancy,  his  mother 
left  to  perish  at  the  roadside,  became  sovereign  of  Asia. 
Shall  not  the  achievements  of  these  men  be  equalled  by  one 
who  is,  from  the  outset  the  descendant  of  Heracles,  the  king 
of  Macedonia,  the  lord  of  such  great  multitudes  ?  (§§  57-67). 
"  The  enterprise  is  one  which  may  well  rouse  your  ambi- 
tion. What  nobler  position  can  be  imagined  than  that  of 
president  of  Greece — acknowledged  arbiter  of  her  destinies  ? 
It  is  also  an  enterprise  which  would  silence  certain  calumnies 
now  current  against  you.  Some  ill-disposed  persons  pretend  What  iii- 
that  your  avowed  purpose  of  helping  the  Messenians  merely  people  say 
veils  a  scheme  for  subjugating  the  Peloponnesus,  as  a  step  to  °^  ^^*i*P- 
subjugating  all  Greece.  These  slanders  are  heard  gladly  by 
three  classes  of  people — by  those  who,  like  the  slanderers, 
secretly  desire  such  an  event ;  by  those  who,  themselves 
indifferent  to  the  public  safety,  are  grateful  to  those  who 
affect  to  care  for  it ; — and  by  men  who,  admiring  you,  fancy 
that  imputations  such  as  these  are  fitted  to  raise  your  im- 
portance in  the  eyes  of  Greece  ; — not  seeing  that  a  project, 
which,  if  imputed  to  the  king  of  Persia,  would  increase  his 
reputation  for  courage,  would  be  infamy  for  a  Greek — for  a 
Heraclid.  Having  a  perfectly  good  conscience,  you  perhaps 
think  it  beneath  you  to  notice  such  calumniators.  Still  you 
ought  not  to  underrate  the  importance  of  being  cordially 
trusted  by  all  Greece, — trusted  as  your  own  friends  trust 
you,  or  as  Sparta  tnists  her  Heraclid  kings  (^  68-80). 
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"  The  counsel  which  I  ofTer  to  you — as  I  offered  it  to 
Dionysius  after  he  became  master  of  Syracuse  ^ — does  not 
come  from  a  General,  from  a  public  speaker,  from  a  person 
of  influence  in  any  way — but  merely  from  one  who  lays 
claim  to  common  sense  and  to  education  (§§81,  82). 

"  Your  duty  towards  Greece  has  been  spoken  of ;  it  re- 
mains to  speak  of  the  expedition  against  Asia.  The  Pmie- 
gyricus  has  left  me  little  that  is  new  to  say  upon  this  topic 
— but  I  will  attempt  to  trace  its  outlines  with  additional 
clearness. 

"  The  first  condition  of  a  successful  attack  upon  Persia 
is  this — that  you  should  have  all  the  Greeks  either  as 
helpers  or  at  least  as  favouring  spectators.  It  was  here 
that  Agesilaus  failed.  He  tried  to  do  two  things  at  once — 
to  make  war  upon  the  Great  King,  and  to  restore  his  friends  ^ 
to  power  in  their  respective  cities.  The  feuds  engendered 
by  the  latter  purpose  defeated  the  former  (^  83-88). 

"  All  would  admit  that  the  sympathy,  active  or  passive, 
of  Hellas  is  a  primary  requisite.  But  most  people,  if  they 
wished  to  encourage  you  by  example,  would  quote  wars  in 
which  Greece  triumphed  over  Asia.  I  prefer  to  cite  an 
expedition  in  which  we  were  considered  to  have  been 
worsted — that  which  was  led  by  the  younger  Cyrus  and 
Clearchus.  The  Greeks,  victorious  at  Cynaxa,  missed  the 
rewards  of  victory  by  the  death  of  Cyrus.  Yet,  though 
they  were  left  forlorn  and  in  danger  by  his  loss,  the  Great 
King  did  not  dare  to  attack  them  openly.     He  resorted  to 


^  §  81,  Tpin  Aiopiiffftop  r^  rvpoM' 
plSa  KTTjadfieyoif,  Dionysius  I.  be- 
came master  of  Syracuse  in  406  B.O.: 
but  Isocrates  certainly  did  not  write 
to  bim  till  after  380  B.c.  :  cf. 
Philipp.  §§  128,  129:  Ep.  I.  §  8. 
Tbe  words  r^  rvpavviba  Kni<rA.ti€- 
vov  do  not,  however,  imply  that 
the  application  of  Isocrates  im- 
mediaJUly  followed  the  acquisition 
of  the  tyrannis  by.  Dionysius.    Ben- 


seler  and  0.  Schneider  read  rhv  tV 
TvpayylSa  Krrjffdfievof,  The  meaning 
would  then  bo :—"  Dionysius  I., 
founder  of  the  despotism,"  as  op- 
posed to  Dionysius  II.  who  succeeded 
him  in  367. 

*  §  87,  Toifs  halpovt  —  oligarchs 
who  had  been  driven  by  political 
troul)le8  from  the  towns  of  Asia 
Minor :  see  Ep.  ix.  §  13. 
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treachery  in  order  to  seize  their  leaders. — The  example  has 
been  used  by  me  before ;  ^  but  fact,  not  literary  novelty,  is 
important  here. 

"  Next,  consider  how  far  more  favourable  circumstances  Compara- 
will  be  for  you  than  they  were  for  Cyrus.     First,  as  regards  ^^  Jf^' 
facility  of  raising  troops.     The  Asiatic  Greeks  looked  coldly  ^^y™"  *^® 
on  his  expedition,  thinking  that  its  success  would  probably  and  PhUip. 
aggravate  the  Spartan  tyranny  under  which  they  groaned : — 
they  will  favour  _y(mr  expedition ;  and  the  great  multitudes 
of  homeless  exiles  and  wanderers,  ready  to  serve  as  mercena- 
ries, will  make  it  easy  to  raise  a  large  army.     Secondly,  as 
regards  the  character  of  the  former,  and  the  actual,  king  of 
Persia.     The  father  ^  of  the  present  king  proved  too  strong  Their  re- 
both  for  Athens  and  for  Sparta;    the    reigning   king*  is  opjwnents. 
unable   even   to   hold  the  towns  given  up  to  him  by  the 
treaty  of  Antalcidas.     Thirdly,  as  regards  the  position  of  Position  of 
Persia.     Then,  as  now,  Egypt  was  in  revolt;*    but  then 
Egypt  dreaded  an  attack  of  the  Great  King ;  now,  the  attack 
has  been  made — and  has  failed.     Cyprus,  Phoenicia,  Cilicia, 
were  then  *  arsenals  of  the  Persian  navy  :  now,  Cyprus  and 
Cilicia  have  revolted,  Phoenicia  is  desolate.     Idrieus,*   the 


^  §  93.     Cf.  Panegyr,  §  91. 

^  §  99.  Artaxerxes  II.  (Mnemon), 
king  of  Persia  405-859  B.o.  :  Clin- 
ton, F,  H.  vol.  11.  Append,  c.  18. 

'  Artaxerxes  III.  (Ochus) :  359- 
339  B.C. 

*  As  regards  the  earlier  revolt 
mentioned  here,  see  Panegyr,  §  140 
note.  The  chronology  of  the  later 
revolt,  spoken  of  here  as  not  yet 
snbdued,  is  uncertain.  Schafer 
{Demosth.  u,  seijie  Zeity  voL  i.  pp. 
436  f.)  thinks  that  Ochus  made 
three  expeditions  against  Egypt: 
(1)  On  the  occasion  noticed,  but 
without  date,  by  Diod.  xvi.  40.  (2) 
In  the  winter  of  351-350  B.C.,  when 
Nectanebis  II.  was  assisted  by  Dio- 
phantus  and  Lamius :  Diod.  xvi. 
48 :    cf.  Isocr.  Ep.  viii.  §  8.     This 


would  be  the  expedition,  alluded  to 
here,  in  which  Ochus  was  ignomini- 
ously  repulsed.  (3)  In  840  B.C., 
when  Egypt  was  reconquered — Ochus 
again  commanding  in  person.  See 
Thirlwall,  c  48,  vol.  vi.  p.  187 
n.  :  Clinton,  F,  H,  vol.  11.  Append, 
c.  18. 

»  §  102.  ''Thm"^i.e,  at  the 
time  of  the  earlier  Egyptian  revolt, 
which  was  probably  earlier  than  885 
B.C. :  see  note  on  Panegyr.  §  161. 

*  §  103.  Idrieus,  second  son  of 
Hecatomnds,  succeeded  Artemisia, 
widow  of  his  brother  Mausdlus,  as 
dynast  of  Caria  in  851  B.C.,  and 
reigned  till  844.  On  the  chrono- 
logy of  the  princes  of  Caria,  see 
Clinton,  /'.  H,  vol.  11.  Append, 
c.  14. 
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wealthiest  priuce  in  Asia  Minor,  is  bitter  against  Persia. 
Not  he  alone,  but  some  of  the  satraps  also  will  come 
over  to  you  if  you  make  heard  throughout  Asia  that  word 
—  Libei*ty  —  which  in  Hellas  has  been  the  spell  before 
which  our  empire,  and  the  Spartan  empire,  vanished 
(^  89-104). 

"  If  I  went  on  to  offer  you  advice  as  to  the  condtcct  of  the 
war,  I  might  be  reproached  with  want  of  military  experience. 
But  as  to  the  object  of  the  war,  and  as  regards  the  general 
spirit  of  my  counsels,  I  feel  sure  that  the  voices  of  your 
ancestors,  if  they  could  be  heard,  would  be  with  me.  The 
voice  of  your  father  ^ — for  he  was  ever  friendly  to  the  cities 
which  I  urge  you  to  befriend.  The  voice  of  the  founder  ^  of 
the  Macedonian  kingdom — for,  while  establishing  his  own 
power  securely,  he  abstained  from  every  attempt  to  impose 
it  upon  Greece ;  and  thus,  alone  of  all  Greeks,  came  safely 
through  the  perils  of  monarchy.  The  voice  of  Heracles, 
author  of  your  line — for,  after  composing  a  distracted  Hellas, 
he  made  war  upon  Troy — after  conquering  it,  he  slew  all  the 
kings  of  barbarian  tribes  *  on  the  shore  of  either  continent, — 
and  then  set  up  the  pillars  which  bear  his  name  as  memorials 
of  his  victory  over  the  barbarians,  and  as  boundaries  of  the 
Hellenic  territory.  If  you  cannot  rival  him  in  all  things, 
you  can  emulate  the  spirit  of  his  dealing  with  Greece.  You 
have  only  to  look  to  the  examples  in  your  own  family  to 
learn  with  whom,  and  against  whom,  an  Heraclid  should 
fight  (^  105-115). — You  may  think  that  I  am  saying 
too  much  on  '  gentleness '  and  '  kindliness.'     Yet  are  not  the 


^  §  106.  Amyntas  II.,  who  began 
to  reign  in  894  o.c.  and  died  in 
870. 

^§  106.  Perdiccas  I.:  se^  note 
on  §  82. 

'  §   112,    Toi)t   paaiX^ai  twv  iOvQy 

here  can  mean  only  pappdpuy, 
''Man  hat  also  fiir  Europa  uicht 
mit    Benseler  auch  an    griechische 


Fiirsten,  Neleus  in  Pylos,  Hippo- 
koon  in  Lsuiedamon,  sondem  nar  an 
Barbaren  wie  an  den  Thrakerfursten 
Diomedes  (Apollodor  2,  5,  8)  zu 
denken ;  fiir  Asien  (und  Afrika)  ist 
an  Mygdon,  die  Hippolyte,  Sarpedon 
(Uber  Alle  Apollodor  4,  5,  9),  Busiris 
(obwohl  Is.  iiber  diesen  11,  36  seq. 
anders  urtheilt),  Antaeus  ii.  s.  w.  zu 
denken."    0.  Schneid.  ad  §  112. 
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kindly  and  gentle  gods  called  '  Olympian/  and  honoured  with 
shrines  and  temples,  while  expiatory  rites  express  our  horror 
of  an  omnipotence  which  is  cruel  ?  (^  116-118). 

"  The  pop}Jarity  whioh  a  Persjan  war  would  command 
in   Greece  may  be  estimated  from  the  case  of  Jason  of  Jmou  o\ 
Pherae.     He  rose  to  greatness  through  his  profession — never 
fulfilled — of  an  intention  to  attack  Persia.^     What  will 
your  reputation  be,  if  you  put  such  a  scheme  into  act  ? 

"  Three  different  degrees  of  success — the  lowest  of  which 
is  glorious — are  possible.  You  may  conquer  the  Persian  Results 
empire.  Or  you  may  detach  from  it  the  portion  of  Asia  p^jp.^ 
Minor  west  of  a  line  drawn  from  Cilicia  to  Sinop^,  and 
found,  in  this,  new  cities  for  the  homeless  Greeks  who  now 
are  roving  mercenaries.  Or,  at  the  worst,  you  cannot  fail 
to  free  from  Persia  the  existing  Greek  cities  of  Asia.  We 
should  be  mad  if,  instead  of  wasting  our  strength  on  quarrels 
at  home,  we  did  not  turn  it  upon  our  certain  prey,  the 
efieminate  Asiatics  (§§  119-127). 

"  It  may  be  made  a  reproach  to  me  that  I  call  upon  you, 
and  not  upon  my  own  city,  to  lead  the  enterprise.  I  have  Athens.  (/ 
already  appealed  to  Athens ;  but  she  gives  less  heed  to  me 
than  to  the  brawlers  of  the  platform.  The  greater  credit  is 
mine  for  constancy  in  asserting  my  principle,  and  for  seeking 
everywhere  the  agents  who  seem  most  capable  of  putting  it 
into  practice  (^  128-131). 

"  Shame  should  forbid  us  to  see,  immoved,  Asia  more 
prosperous  than  Europe, — the  descendants  of  Cyrus  more 
prosperous  than  the  descendants  of  Heracles.  It  is  not 
power  or  wealth — you  have  more  than  enough  of  both 
already — it  is  glory  that  ought  to  be  your  motive.  Hear, 
in  this  counsel  of  mine — would  that  it  were  more  complete ! 
— the  suggestion  of  your  forefathers, — of  the  heroes, — of 
the  present  opportunity.     Do  not  believe  that  the  despotism 

^  §  119.  In  regard  to  this  inten-  Sparta  as  having  passed  between 
tion,  see  the  conversation  which  himself  and  Jason  of  Pherae  :  Xen. 
Polydamas  of  Pharsalas  reported  at      Hdlen,  vi.  1.  12. 
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Asia  can-  built  up  by  a  rude  barbarian  can  defy  a  Greek  champion  of 
Greece.  freedom.  If,  in  a  single  city,  the  man  who  combines  states- 
manship and  generalship  is  honoured,  what  honour  will  be 
yours,  when  the  field  of  your  statesmanship  is  Hellas, — of 
your  strategy,  Asia  ?  No  successor  will  surpass  your  fame  ; 
you  have  already  outdone  all  your  predecessors. 
Benefi-  "  Beneficencc,  not  brilliancy,  is  the  ultimate  test  of  ex- 

tMt'o?  ploits,  not  only  for  the  olden  time,  but  in  our  own.  Tantalus, 
^ui^  Pelops,  Eurystheus  yield  in  popular  repute  to  Heracles, 
Theseus  and  the  captors  of  Troy.  Athens  took  her  highest 
glory,  not  from  her  empire  or  her  wealth,  but  from  Marathon 
and  Salamis :  Sparta  owed  more  renown  to  the  defeat  at 
Thermopylae  than  to  any  of  her  victories  (^  132-148). 
A  message  "  If  my  words  seem,  in  themselves,  weak  and  poor,  set  it 

from  the 

gods.  down  to  old  age ;  but  receive  the  thoughts  which  they  have 

striven  to  utter  as  a  message  from  the  gods.     The  gods  do 

I         not  benefit  men  directly,  but  through  human  agents.     They 

have  prompted  me  to  speak  for  them — they  liave  chosen 

you  to  act.     Your  triumphs  hitherto  have  been  given  to 

«__  ^»     . , 

prepare  you  for "  this"  crowning  efiFort     It  is  no  disparage- 



ment,  but  the  best  praise,  to  say  that  what  you  have  already 
done  falls  short  of  what  you  are  worthy  to  do  (§§  149— 
153). 
Summary.  "  This,  then,  is  the  sum : — '  Be  the  benefactor  of  Greece ; 

the^Hng  (not  the  despot)  of  Macedonia ;  the  governor,  in  a 
free  Sfellenic  spirit,  of  Asia' "  (^  154,  155). 

Remarks.  Dionysius  extols  the  Philippus  as  an  appeal  to  a 
powerful  man  to  use  his  power  for  the  noblest  ends.^ 
That  generous  earnestness  which  the  Discourse  cer- 
tainly breathes  is  not  for  us,  however,  its  most 
striking  feature.^  The  leading  characteristic  of  the 
whole  is  emphatic  recognition  of  Philip  jts  the_  first 

^  Dionys.  de  Isocr.  c.  6.  80  of  the  Philippus :  c.  44  :  vol.  v. 

»  See  Thirlwall's  remarks  on  §§  73-      p.  480. 
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o^Hellenes  and  the  natural  champion  of  Hellas.^  It 
is  an  accident  that  his  subjects  are  aliens  ;  the  HeracUd 
spirit  is  still  as  true  in  him  as  it  was  in  the  Argive 
founder  of  his  dynasty.  This  was  the  sincere  belief 
of  Isocrates.  For  Demosthenes,  Philip  was  no 
Hellene  who  chanced  to  rule  barbarians ;  he  was  in  his 
own  person  the  representative  barbarian  - — the  head 
and  front  of  the  antihellenic  interest. 

11.  On  the  Internal  Affairs  of  Greece 

1.  Plataicus.    [Or  xrv.] — The  revolution  of  379  n.  i.  Pia- 
B.C.  at  Thebes  had  been  a  blow  to  Spartan  influence 
throughout  Hellas,  and  especially  in  Boeotia.     Age- 
silaus  in  378  and  377,  Cleombrotus  in  378  and  376,  TheThe- 
had  invaded  Boeotia  without  gaining  any  advantage,  lution. 
By  the   end   of  376   the   oligarchies   supported  by 
Sparta  had  been  abolished  in  all  the  Boeotian  towns 
except  Orchomenus ;  ^  and  the  Boeotian  Confederacy, 
with  Thebes  at  its  head,  had  been  reconstituted. 

After  its  destruction  in  427  Plataea  had  been  non-  piataea. 
existent  till  386,  when  it  was  rebuilt  by  Sparta  as  a 
stronghold  against  Thebes.  Cut  off  from  Spartan 
support,  Plataea  had  been  brought,  in  377  or  376, 
into  the  revived  Boeotian  Confederacy;  but,  like 
Thespiae  and  Tanagra  (§  9),  had  joined  it  unwillingly. 
The  relief  felt  by  most  other  towns  at  riddance  from 
the  philo-Spartan  oligarchies  was  more  than  balanced, 
in  the  case  of  Thespiae,  Tanagra  and  Plataea,  by 

1  See    esp.    §§    32-38:    76-80:      pot —  with    political,    if    not    with 
108.  technical  truth.     Cf.  Grote,  c.   90, 

2  Demosth.   Philipp,   iii.   p.   118,       voL  xi.  p.  604. 

§  81,   directly  calls    Philip  pdppa-  >  Grote,  c.  77,  vol.  x.  p.  217,  n.  1. 
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hatred  of  Thebes.  Diodorus  ^  states  that  the  Plataeans 
secretly  oflfered  their  town  to  Athens.  At  any  rate 
the  alarm  felt  at  Plataea  was  so  great  that  it  was 
only  on  the  days  of  public  assemblies  at  Thebes  that 
the  men  ventured  to  go  into  the  fields,  leaving  their 
Occasion  of  wivcs   and  children  within  the  walls.  ^     On  one  of 

this 

Speech.  thcsc  days  a  Theban  force  under  the  Boeotarch 
Neocles  surprised  Plataea,  in  the  latter  half  of  373 
B.c.^  The  town  was  destroyed  and  the  territory  was 
again  annexed  to  Thebes.  The  inhabitants,  with 
such  property  as  they  could  carry,  sought  refuge, 
like  their  ancestors  in  427,  at  Athens.  Their  case 
was  discussed  there,  not  merely  in  the  ecclesia,  but 
in  the  congress  of  the  allies  {o-wiBpcov  §  21) ; 
Callistratus  being  the  foremost  advocate  of  Plataea, 
as  Epameinondas  of  Thebes.*  It  was  not  till  338, 
after  Chaeroneia,  that  Plataea  was  restored;  this 
time  through  the  enmity  of  Philip,  as  formerly 
through  the  enmity  of  Sparta,  towards  Thebes.^ 

The  speech  of  Isocrates  is  supposed  to  be  spoken 
by  a   Plataean   before   the    ecclesia;    and    there   is 
nothing  in  the  matteF  oF  form  of^the  speech  itself 
to  make  it  improbable  that  it  was  actually  so  de- 
Date,         livered.^     The  date  is  373  B.C. 

Analysis.  "  We  know,  Athenians,  that  it  is  your  custom  to  help 

the  wronged  and  to  remember  those  who  have  done  you 

Object  of    good.     We  have  come,  therefore,  to  beg  that  you  will  not 

the  Appeal. 

1  Diodor.  xv.  46.  takes  the  last  half  of  373  :  Grote  (c. 

*  Pans.  IX-  1.  6.  77,  vol.  x.  p.  219)  the  first  half  of 

8  Pausanias  (ix.  1.  8)  defines  the  872.    Clinton,  F.  JB.  874  b.c. 

time  as  the  third  year  before  Leuctra,  *  Diod.  xv.  88 :  Grote  c.  77,   x. 

when     Asteius    was     Archon    {i.e,  221. 

midsummer  373  -  midsummer  372).  ^  Paus.  ix.  1.  8. 

Schafer  (Dem,  i.  61),  whom  I  follow,  «  Cf.  Grote,  c.  77,  x.  220. 
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allow  Plataea  to  be  devastated,  in  time  of  peace,^  by  Thebes. 
No  people  have  ever  been  more  injured  than  we  are;  no 
people  are  more  closely  bound  to  you.  We  have  to  con- 
tend, not  only  against  the  Thebans,  but  against  those 
Athenian  advocates  whose  aid  they  have  procured  with  our 
property.  It  will  be  necessary  for  us,  then,  to  speak  at 
some  length.  To  describe  our  wrongs  adequately  would  be 
difficult;  enough  that  you  know  our  town  to  have  been 
razed  and  our  lajids  seized.  We  will  try  to  expose  the 
arguments  by  which  the  Thebans  hope  to  mislead  you 
s§  1-7). 


"  It  is  sometimes  their  pretence  that  they  have  thus  Pretexts  of 
dealt  with  us  because  we  refused  to  be  enrolled  as  depend-  (i)  that 
ants  of  Thebes.     Judge  if  this  is  a  sufficient  warranty  for  ^^^^ 
such  usage,  or  if  it  became  Platfiea  to  accept  upon  compulsion  f®P^°^" 
such  a  dependence.     Thespiae  ^  and  Tanagra  also  refused  it ; 


ence : 


^  §  1.  tlpffivrit  oihyfl.  This  is 
uuderstood  by  Grote  (c.  77,  voL  x. 
p.  217  n.)  as  meaning  simply  that 
Plataea  and  Thebes  were  at  peace 
— the  autonomy  of  Plataea,  sub- 
ject to  the  Boeotian  confederacy, 
haying  been  guaranteed  by  Thebes 
when  she  reconstituted  that  con- 
federacy in  377-376.  ThirlwaU, 
on  the  other  hand  (yoL  y.  pp. 
70-73),  understands  the  peace  of 
374  between  Athens  and  Sparta, 
to  which,  he  thinks,  Thebes  was  a 
party,  and  under  which  the  Spar- 
tan garrisons  had  been  withdrawn 
from  Boeotia.  The  words  >  xd- 
Xi*  yivfiroj.  ir6\efiot  (§  48)  must,  as 
the  context  shows,  refer  to  a  pro- 
spectiye  war  between  f  Athens  and 
Sparta;  and  imply  that,  when  the 
PUUaicus  was  written,  those  States 
were  at  peace.  But  the  peace  of 
374  was  of  Yery  short  duration ; 
and,  if  the  reference  is  to  it,  the 
PkUaicus  would  appear  to  belong 
to  the  year  37|.  Diodorus  does, 
indeed,  place  the  surprise  of  Plataea 

VOL.  II 


in  that  year  (xv.  41,  46),  and  Clin- 
ton agrees  with  him.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  clear  and  precise  specifica- 
tion of  the  year  374  ^7  Pausanias 
(IX.  1.  3-8)  as  that  in  which  Plataea 
was  seized,  can  scarcely  be  set  aside. 
Schafer,  placing  the  Plataicus  in 
the  latter  half  of  878,  thinks  that 
the  peace  of  374  was  still  formally 
in  force,  but  that  Athens  was  on 
the  point  of  resuming  hostilities 
against  Sparta;  cf.  §  38  (Schaf. 
Demosth.  i.  p.  61  n.). 

>  §  9.  The  walls  of  Thespiae  had 
been  razed  soon  after  the  destruc- 
tion of  Plataea  (Diod.  xv.  46),  but 
the  inhabitants  had  not,  like  the 
Plataeans,  been  driYen  from  their 
territory.  Pausanias  speaks  of  the 
Thespians  as  retreating  from  their 
town  to  Cer^us,  a  neighbouring 
stronghold,  after  Leudra  (ix.  14.  2). 
The  prayer  to  the  Athenians,  which 
Xenophon  puts  into  their  mouth — 
y.^  atftat  xepiXZeuf  6.x6\i9at  ywo- 
lUvov%  —  is  sufficiently  explained  by 
the  destruction  of  their  walls — to 

N 
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but  they  were  not  treated  as  Plataea  has  been  treated ; 

they  were  not  destroyed,  but  simply  compelled  to  obey.     It 

is  difficult  to  see  what  is   the  claim  of  Thebes  to  such 

obedience.    Historically  speaking,  Orchomenus  is  the  head  of 

Boeotia.     Or  if  the  peace  of  Antalcidas  is  to  be  recognised, 

then  all  cities,  great  or  small,  are  independent  (^  8-10). 

(2)  that  "  Perhaps,  however,  the   Thebans  will  take  a  different 

piftj'jiftfl. 

^as  ground.     They  may  say  that  we  were  leagued  with  Sparta 

1^^®^  against  them,  and  that  they  have  acted  in  the  interest  of 
Sparta.  their  entire  Confederacy.  In  any  case  the  treaty  ought  to 
have  protected  us.  But,  moreover,  we  were  the  allies  of 
Sparta  perforce.  A  harmost  and  a  garrison  being  in  our 
town,  while  our  army  was  at  Thespiae,  we  had  no  choice. 
Many  other  Greek  States  are  in  the  same  plight.  By 
allowing  us^to  be  punished,  you  will  alienate  them 
(i  11-16).' 
Athens  "  Eemcmber  that  the  war  which  you  suddenly  undertook, 

defend  the  with  Thebcs,  against  Sparta,  was  not  for  liberty — you  and 
of  ttiT™^  your  allies  had  liberty  already — but  for  the  independence 
cities.  of  those  whose  rights,  conferred  by  the  Peace  of  Antalcidas, 
were  being  violated.  Will  you  allow  cities  which  you 
wished  to  vindicate  from  slavery  to  Sparta  to  be  destroyed 
by  Thebes  ?  The  Thebans  complain  of  the  Lacedaemonian 
seizure  of  the  Cadmeia;  but  they  themselves  raze  the 
walls  of  their  neighbours.  They  were  jealous  of  Oropus  ^ 
having  voluntarily  given  itself  to  Athens ;  yet  they  them- 
selves usurp  territory  by  force  (^  17-20). 

which  the  rw  yutv  rh.  rtixn  /careened-  iog  in  the  brief  peace  between  Sparta 

4>oLffi  of  §   35  may  (as    Mr.    Grote  and  Athens — Thebes  probably  laid 

suggests)  refer.     Of.  Schaf.  Dem,  i.  claim  to  Oropns,  but  without  success : 

p.  62,  n.  1.  cf .  §  37  and  see  Schaf.  Dem,  I.   47. 

^  §  20.     In  412  B.C.  Oropus  had  In    366    Oropus   was    seized    by    a 

been    treacherously   seized    by    the  party  of  exiles  and  placed  in   the 

Boeotians  (Thuc.  viii.  60),  and  in  hands    of   the   Thebans    (Xen.    H, 

402  it  was  still  in  their  power  (Diod.  vii.  4.  1).     It  was  not  until,  in  338, 

xiY.  17).    But  at  some  time  between  Philip  gave  the  town  to  the  Athe- 

402  and  374  Oropus  had  placed  itself  nians    that    their    possession   of   it 

under  the  protection  of  Athens.    At  became  secure  :  see  Pans.  i.  34.  1. 
the  congress  of  374  at  Sparta — result- 
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"  They  pretend  that  they  have  acted  in  the  common  in-  The  The- 
terest  of  their  allies.     But,  before  the  act,  Athens  ought  to     "^  ^^  ^^^' 
have  been  consulted.     While  the  war  lasted,  Thebes  spoke 
much  of  the  common  cause;  now  that  she  is  secured  by 
peace,  she  thinks  only  of  her  own  advantage  (^  21-25). 

"They  cannot  plead   that   there  is  danger  lest,  if  we  Piataea 
get  back  our  territory,  we  should  go  over  to  Lacedaemon.  —their 
Piataea  has  been  twice  besieged  and  twice  taken  ^  on  account  ^^  ^' 
of  its  loyalty  to  Athens.     The  Thebans,  on  the  other  hand,  Athens 

contrasted. 

have  been  repeatedly  false  to  you.  Having  caused  the 
Corinthian  war,  and  having  been  brought  safely  through 
it  by  you,  on  the  conclusion  of  peace  they  forsook  your 
alliance  for  that  of  Sparta;  while  Chios,  Mytilene  and 
Byzantium  remained  true.  They  were  punished  by  the 
Spartan  seizure  of  the  Cadmeia, — when  they  found  a  refuge 
at  Athens.  But  no  sooner  had  they  been  restored  to  their 
city,  than  they  made  new  overtures  to  Sparta,  which  were 
frustrated  only  by  the  severity  of  her  terms.  Yet  these 
Thebans  taunt  others  with  'Laconism,' — they,  who  have 
been  the  slaves  of  Spartan  ambition.  Did  they  ever  fail  to 
take  part  in  an  invasion  of  Attica  ?  Were  they  not  your 
worst  foes  in  the  war  of  Deceleia  ?  Did  they  not,  finally, 
give  their  solitary  vote  ^  for  the  enslavement  of  your  popu- 
lation and  the  conversion  of  your  country  into  sheep- 
pastures  like  those  of  Crisa  ?  (§§  26-32). 

"  It  may  be  said  that  Boeotia  is  the  bulwark  of  Attica  ;  no  danger 
and  that,  if  you  break  oflF  your  friendship  with  the  Thebans,  1^^. 
they  will  join  Sparta.     They  will  not  be  so  mad.     It  would 
be  the  ruin  of  the  democratic  party  at  Thebes, — watched,  as 
it  is,  at  once  by  the  oligarchical  exiles  and  by  the  malcon- 
tents in  the  Boeotian  towns.     Treat  them  as  you  did  when 

'  i.e.  in  427  and  in  373  b.c.  Corinthians  and  many  others  of  the 

'  In  the  debate  held  at  Sparta,  Peloponnesian  allies,  voted  for  the 

after    Aegospotami,    on    the    terms  extermination  of  Athens.      It  was 

which  should  be  granted  to  Athens  by  Sparta  alone    that  Athens  was 

(405  B.C.).    But  Isocrates  exaggerates.  saved. — Xen.  ffellen,  11.  il  19  ;  Grote, 

Not    the    Thebans    alone,   but   the  c.  65,  vol.  viii.  p.  311. 
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they  blustered  about  your  acquisition  of  Oropus.     When 
you  excluded  them  from  the  peace/  they  became  humble ; 
and  they  will  become  so  now,  if  treated  with  like  firmness 
(S  33-38). 
The  Peace         "Even   Supposing,  however,  that  they   were  likely   to 
cidasmust  ^^^  differently,  it  does  not  become  Athens  to  regard  their 
be  upheld,  friendship  more  than  the  treaty  to  which  she  has  sworn. 
Experience  shows,  moreover,  the  value  in  war  of  being  able 
to  appeal  to  a  just  cause.     It  was  thus  that  Sparta  roused 
Hellas  against  Athens;  it  was  thus  that  Athens  reft  the 
empire  from  Sparta.     Show  your  readiness  to  espouse  the 
cause  of  right,  and,  in  any  future  war,  all  Hellas  will  be 
with  you.     If,  on  the  contrary,  you  allow  Thebes  to  break 
her  oaths,  who,  hereafter,  will  help  you   to  make   Sparta- 
keep  hers  ?     Would  it  not  be  monstrous  if  you  upheld  the 
constant  aUies  of  Sparta  against  those  who,  in  a  single 
instance,  were  forced  to  side  vrith  her  ?  (^  39-45). 
Miseries  of        "  Who  could  be  found  more  wretched  than  we  are  ?    Our 

the  Pla- 

taeans.  city,  our  land,  our  fortunes  have  been  taken  from  us  in  a 
single  day.  With  whom  shall  we  take  refuge  ?  If  with 
fellow-sufferers,  we  shall  share  their  troubles ;  if  with  happier 
men,  we  shall  be  reminded  of  our  own.  Parents  comfortless 
in  their  old  age — children  threatened  with  slavery  on  account 
of  some  paltry  debt* — vdves  separated  from  husbands, 
daughters  from  mothers — are  the  miseries  which  we  mourn 
daily.  Have  care  for  us ;  we  are  near  to  you  in  friendship, 
— many  of  us,  in  blood ;  for,  through  the  right  of  inter- 
marriage given  to  us,  many  of  us  are  sons  of  Athenian 
mothers.  Athens  helped  Adrastus  to  get  from  the  Thebans 
burial  for  his  dead ;  let  her  help  us  to  save  those  who  yet 
Uve  (§§  46-55). 

^  §  87.     The   Thebans  were  ex-  i.  47. 
eluded  from  the  peace  of  874  b.c.  ^  §   48,   /iurpa)y    httKo.   <rvfjifio\ad(ay 

between  Athens  and  Sparta — as  after-  SovXei&ojn'as,       Isocrates     has     bor- 

wards  from  the  general  peace  of  871  rowed     this     touch     from     Lysias 

— because  they  insisted  on  the  formal  Against     Eratosthenes     (Or.      xii. ) 

recognition  of  Thebes  as  head  of  the  §    98,   fUKpQp  Slv   ivcKa   ovfipdXaltaF 

Panboeotic  confederacy :  Schaf.  Dem.  iSo&Kevop, 
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"  We  ask  you  to  give  us  back  our  land  and  town.    Alone  Appeal  to 
of  all  the  Greeks,  you  owe  us  this  charity.     It  is  said  that  ^™ 
when,  in  the  Persian  Wars,  your  fathers  were  driven  from 
their  homes,  our  fathers,  alone  of  all  the  dwellers  outside  the 
Peloponnesus,  shared  their  perils.     At  least,  if  you  do  not 
care  for  our  lives,  defend   our  land — in  which  are    the 
trophies  of  the  victory  won  by  Hellas  from  all  Asia.     Think  and  to  the 
of  the  gods  and  heroes  who  hold  the  place;  think  of  your  ©fthe 
fathera,  and  of  the  feeling  which  would  be  theirs,  if  they  ^^d!^^ 
could  know  that  their  graves  were  unvisited  by  ofierings 
because  the  traitors  who  fought  against  them  had  swept 
their  comrades  itom  the  soil.     You  used  to  make  it  the 
greatest  reproach  against  the  Spartans  that  Plataea  had  been 
destroyed  to  please  Thebes ;  do  not  let  that  reproach  fall 
upon  you.      Much  must  be  left  unsaid.      But  remember 
your  oaths  and  the  treaty;  remember  our  friendship  and 
their  enmity ;  and  give  righteous  judgment  in  our  cause " 
(§§  56-63). 

The  Plataicus  shows  great  power  of  a  certain  Remarks, 
kind  :  it  is  a  glowing  denunciation  of  a  cruelty; 
and_the.  jjeroration  especially  Jia^  true  and  noble 
pathos  (§§  56-62).  But  if  the  reasoning  is  ex- 
ai^i^iid  it  will  appear  that  the  pleas  urged  axe 
liable  to  some  abatement;  and  that,  on  grounds 
01  general  poUcy,  there  was  something  to  be  said 
for  the  Thebans.  When  the  Plataean  speaker  ap- 
peals to  the  peace  of  Antalcidas,^  he  forgets  that 
Plataea  could  derive  no  right  from  that  treaty,  since 
Plataea  did  not  exist  when  the  treaty  was  made.* 
And,  though  the  character  of  the  town  since  386  as  a 
Spartan  outpost  may  have  been  imposed  upon  it  by 
force,*  it  was  still  natural  that  that  character  should 

1  §  18.  «  Cf.  Orote,  c.  77,  voL  x.  p.  220.  »  §§  11-16. 
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make  Plataea  obnoxious  to  the  head  of  an  anti- 
Spartan  Confederacy.  Thebes  might  urge  with 
plausibility  that  the  measures  taken  against  Plataea, 
however  severe,  were  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the 
allies.^  This  view — as  we  learn  from  the  speech 
itself — was  taken  by  several  Athenian  debaters ;  ^  and 
it  was  the  view  which  prevailed,  for  no  attempt  w^as 
at  this  time  made  to  restore  Plataea. 

2.  On  the  Peace.  [Or.  viii.] — ^Like  the  Area- 
pacjfiticus.  this  political  pamphlet  has  the  form  of  a 
deliberative  speech,  purporting  to  be  spoken  in  the 
ecclesia  (§§  1,  15).  But  the  fiction  is  not  so  well 
kept  up  as  in  the  case  of  the  Areopctgitidcs,  w^hich 
concludes  wdth  an  appeal  to  the  assembly.  Here 
the  conclusion  is  more  suitable  to  an  essay  than  to  a 
speech  in  debate,  as  if  the  writer  had  forgotten  the 
supposition  with  which  he  set  out  (§145).  In  35 7_ 
B.C.  Chios,  Cos,  Rhodes  and  Byzantium  revolted  from 
Athens.  The  Social  War  was  concluded  about  mid- 
summer 355,  by  a  treaty  which  declaredthe  revolted 
states  to  be  independent,  and  no  longer  members  of 
the  Athenian  Confederacy.  The  Speech  On  the  Peace 
was  probably  written  while  negotiations  for  peace  were 
pending,  i.e.  in  the  first  half  of  355  B.C.*  The  am- 
bassadors whose  "  offers  "  are  spoken  of  in  §  25  must 
be  envoys  sent  by  the  allies.^     But  the  first  over- 


1  §§  21-25.  *  §  3. 

'  Clinton  says  "before  the  con- 
clusion of  the  peace  —  perhaps  in 
the  beginning  of  355."  Thirlwall— 
''while  the  negotiation  with  the 
allies  was  pending,  or  soon  after 
the  peace " ;  but  Isocrates  would 
hardly  have    delayed    the    publica- 


tion till  the  question  which  he 
discussed  had  been  actually  settled. 
Schafer  puts  the  speech  in  355  ; 
so,  too,  Benseler  (1854).  Oncken 
{IsokraUa  und  Athen^  Appendix) 
argues  for  357  B.C.— just  after  the 
attack  of  Chares  on  Chios. 
♦  Of.  Schaf.  Dem,  i.  169. 


XVI  ISOCRATES-- WORKS  183 

tures  of  peace  had  come  from  Athens,  under  pressure 
of  Persian  threats ;  and  it  is  rather  singular  that  no 
allusion  to  Persian  hostility  occurs  in  the  speech.^ 

"  It  is  the  custom  of  everyone  who  addresses  this  assembly  Analysis, 
to  premise  thatlhe  subject  on  which  he  is  about  to  speak  is 
the  greatest  and  the  gravest  that  could  be  discussed.  J[n  this 
instance,  if  in  any,  such  a  preface  would  be  fitting.     We  are 
here  to  consider  the  question  of  peace  or  war. 

"  You  are  wont  to  drive  from  the  platform  all  speakers 
but  those  whose  advice  meets  your  wishes ;  for,  though  in 
private  life  you  hate  flattery,  you  tolerate  it  in  the'  counsels 
of  the  State.  On  the  present  occasion  the  advocates  of  war  Popularity 
are  naturally  your  favourites.  They  promise  you  the  re-  Party, 
covery  of  wealth  and  power.  The  supporters  of  peace  have 
no  such  inducements  to  oflfer ;  they  can  only  represent  that 
it  is  best  to  remain  quiet  and  not  to  seek  dishonest  gains. 
They  preach  that  most  diflBcult  of  virtues, — contentment.  I 
fear  for  their  success ;  for  I  observe  that  some  ai'e  as  eager 
for  war  as  if  it  had  been  revealed  to  them  by  a  god  that  we 
must  conquer.  If,  however,  the  future  is  not  indeed  so 
certain,  you  ought  not  only  to  hear  both  sides,  but  to  hear 
with  especial  attention  that  side  to  which  your  first  inclina- 
tions do  not  lean. 

"  The  older  among  you  ought  to  recollect,  the  younger 
must  have  heard,  that  advocates  of  war  have  ere  now  brought 
us  into  trouble, — but  advocates  of  peace,  never.    Yet  we  are  Athens  too 
always  ready  to  plunge  into  war  in  any  one's  quarrel,  even  espouse 
when  we  cannot  promote  our  own  advantage.     The  reason  is  ^i"*^'^- 
that,  whereas  in  our  private  aflFairs  we  pick  our  advisers 
carefully,  in  public  concerns  we  listen  to  drunkards  rather 
than  to  sober  men,  to  folly  rather  than  to  prudence. 

"It  is  up-hill  work  to  oppose  your  prejudices ;  we  have 
a  democracy,  but  freedom  of  speech  is  enjoyed  only  by  the 

1  Thirlwall,  v.  p.  326,  ch.  42. 
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most  foolish  members  of  this  Assembly  and  by  the  comic 
poets  in  the  theatre.  As,  however,  I  am  not  here  to  court 
your  votes,  I  shall  say  what  I  think ;  first,  about  the  special 
business  which  the  presidents  have  brought  before  us ;  then, 
about  the  affairs  of  Athens  generally  (§§  1-15). 
True  baais  "  I  Say,  then,  that  we  ought  to  make  peace,  not  only  with 
thie^?SSb7  Chios  and  Ehodes  and  Byzantium,  but  with  all  the  world ; — 
that  we  ought  to  adopt,  not  any  special  treaty  drawn  up  for 
this  occasion,  but  that  broad  treaty,  arranged  between  Sparta 
and  Persia,  which  guaranteed  the  independence  of  every 
Hellenic  city. 

"  It  will  be  asked  why,  if  Thebes  is  to  keep  Plataea  and 
Thespiae,  Athens  should  needlessly  resign  what  she  holds. 
I  hope  to  show  on  general  grounds  that  all  unjust  acquisition 
is  impolitic ;  but  I  will  first  endeavour  to  show  what  would 
be  the  results  of  this  particular  peace. 

"  Security — prosperity — the  esteem  of  Greece : — should 
we  be  satisfied  if  we  obtained  these  things  ?  What  more 
we  can  desire,  I  know  not.  Well,  all  these  things  have 
been  taken  from  us  by  the  war,  and  will  be  restored  by  the 
peace.  The  war  has  given  us  peril — ^poverty — unpopularity. 
If  we  renounced  it,  we  could  obtain  by  diplomacy  all  that 
we  are  vainly  fighting  for.  Philip^  would  not  contest 
Amphipolis  with  us ; — Cersobleptes  ^  would  not  contest  the 
Chersonese, — if  they  were  once  convinced  that  we  were  safe 
neighbours  and  that  our  policy  was  not  aggressive.  They 
would  even  resign  to  us  something  of  their  own,  in  order  to 
have  us  as  guarantors  of  their  own  power.  We  could  get  a 
slice  of  Thrace  large  enough  for  ourselves  and  for  some  of 


Advan- 
tages of 
peace  for 
Athens. 


^  §  22.  Philip  had  now  been  for 
two  years  (since  857  b.c.)  in  actual 
possession  of  Amphipolis. 

^  lb*  By  a  treaty  concluded  in 
857  between  Chares  and  Cerso- 
bleptes, the  Thracian  Chersonese, 
with  the  exception  of  Cardia,  was 
formally  recognised  as  belonging  to 


Athens.  But  the  treaty  was  not 
at  once  fiilly  executed,  —  Sestus, 
among  other  places,  still  remaining 
in  the  hands  of  Cersobleptes ;  and 
hence  Isocrates  can  still,  in  355, 
speak  of  that  prince  as  disputing 
the  claim  of  Athens.  See  Schaf. 
BtmosOi,  I.  pp.  144,  380. 
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the  distressed  Greeks  too.  Athenodorus/  a  private  man, 
and  Callistratus,*  an  exile,  have  planted  towns  there ;  much 
more  could  we.  And  such  entei'prises  would  become  our 
rank  in  Hellas  better  than  wars  waged  by  mercenary  troops 
(S  16-24). 

"  This  is  enough  to  show  that  the  oflFer  of  the  envoys  is 
advantageous.     But  I  wish  you  to  go  away,  not  merely  Aggreasive 

ambition  is 

persuaded  to  accept  this  peace,  but  convinced  that,  uni-  a  snare, 
versally,  it  is  better  to  be  quiet  than  to  meddle.  We 
fancy  that  nothing  can  go  well  with  us  unless  we  hold  the 
sea  with  a  large  fleet  and  force  the  other  cities  to  pay  rates 
to  us  and  to  send  deputies  to  Athens.  It  would  not  be 
difficult  to  show  that  honesty  is  the  best  national  policy ; 


^  §  24.  Atbenodonis  of  Imbros, 
by  birth  an  Athenian  citizen  (Dem. 
171  Aristocr.  §  12),  had  served  with 
distinction  as  a  captain  of  merce- 
naries in  the  army  of  Artaxerzes 
Mnemon  during  the  war  (360  b.c.) 
between  the  king  and  his  satrap 
Orontes,  who  was  supported  by  an 
Athenian  force  under  Chares,  Cha- 
ridemus  and  Phocion.  In  that  con- 
test for  the  throne  of  Thrace  which 
ensued  on  the  death  of  Cotys  in 
359,  Berisades  was  supported  by 
Athenodorus,  as  Cersobleptes  by 
Charidemus,  and  Amadocus  by  Simon 
and  Bianor.  The  position  of  Atheno- 
dorus at  that  time  (359-357)  would 
have  been  one  of  sufficient  influence 
to  enable  him  to  become  founder 
(oekist)  of  a  new  town,  though  he 
was  merely  an  Ididmpf  i.e,  neither  a 
prince  nor  the  official  representative 
of  a  city.  Cf.  Schiif.  Dem.  i.  pp. 
137-144. 

^  Jb,  Callistratus  of  Aphidna,  the 
orator,  was  condemned  to  death,  and 
withdrew  into  exile,  in  361  b.c.  It 
was  in  360  (Schiif.  Dem,  i.  120),  that 
he  induced  the  Thasians  to  recolonise 
the  decayed  town  of  Daton  or  Datos 
on  the  coast  of  Thrace,   N.W.   of 


Thasos.  The  excellence  of  the  site, 
and  its  neighbourhood  to  the  gold 
mines  of  Pangaeus,  gave  rise  to  the 
proverb  Adrot  dyaSQp  (Zenob.  prov. 
Graec.  Cent,  3.  11).  The  young 
colony  was  destroyed  four  years 
later,  when,  in  356,  Philip  founded 
Philippi  in  its  near  neighbourhood. 
Daton  was  probably  on  the  site  of 
Neapolis,  the  port  of  Philippi 
(Scylax,  p.  27  §  67).  Schafer  places 
the  return  of  Callistratus  to  Athens 
(immediately  followed  by  his  death) 
in  355,  before  the  end  of  the  Social 
War,  and  observes  that  there  is 
nothing  in  this  passage  to  warrant 
the  inference  that  he  was  alive  when 
it  was  written.  But  the  perfect 
y€y6pafftp  (§  24)  surely  implies  that 
Callistratus,  as  well  as  Athenodorus, 
still  lived.  The  return  of  Calli- 
stratus may  perhaps  be  placed  in 
354,  the  year  after  this  speech,  when 
Aristophon  and  Chares  brought  Iphi- 
crates,  Menesthens  and  Timotheus 
to  trial.  Callistratus,  S3rmpathising 
strongly  with  the  accused,  would 
have  been  tempted  to  come  back  to 
Athens  at  any  risk  for  the  sake  of 
standing  by  them  at  such  a  time. 
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and  that  a  State  which  is  tempted  to  become  aggressive  is 
like  an  animal  which  a  bait  draws  into  a  trap.  But,  after 
proving  this  in  theory,  it  is  less  easy  to  enforce  it  in 
practice.  Athens  has  long  been  corrupted  by  a  class  of 
bribed  impostors  who  presume  to  bid  us  imitate  our  ances- 

The  men  of  tors.  What  ancestors  ?  Those  who  won  Marathon,  or 
are  on.  ^^^^  ^y^o  brought  on  the  disaster  in  Sicily  ?  If  the  former, 
then  the  contrast  between  their  policy  and  that  recom- 
mended to  us  is  such  as  nothing  but  a  sense  of  our  desperate 
state  could  give  me  the  courage  to  bring  before  you.  Those 
ancestors  fought  for  the  Greeks  against  Asia.  We  bring 
Asiatic  mercenaries  against  Greece.  They  exposed  their 
lives  for  the  safety  of  Hellas.  We  will  not  risk  ours  even 
to  gratify  our  greed.  Out  of  our  penury,  we  pay  mercenaries 
whose  crimes  we  screen,  but  who  would  join  a  higher  bidder 
against  us.  -Not  only  when  Athens  was  popular,  but  when 
she  wa^most  hatisd^Jier  citizens  fiought  her.  battles  them- 
se^es,  although  the  treasury  was  overflowing.  .  Then,  the 
aliens    and   slaves    rowed    the    triremes    and    the  citizens 

Citizenand  fought.      Now,    Athens    is    like   Persia — an   employer    of 

hireling  troops ;   and,  in  her  fleet,  the  needy  citizens  are 

'  forced  to   row,  while    foreigners  carry  arms.      When   we 

make  a  descent  on  a  hostile  coast,  the  alien  comes  ashore 

I  with   shield   and    spear,  —  the    citizen  —  with    a    cushion 

i(§§  25-48). 

Home  "  Our  prospccts  abroad,  however,  would  not  be  hopeless 

if  it  was  well  with  our  domestic  affairs.     But  these  are  in 

Alien  a  State  which  calls  for  indignation.  We,  who  are  so  proud 
of  being  children  of  the  soil,  have  lavished  our  franchise  on 
aliens  with  as  little  care  for  the  purity  of  our  blood  as  if 
we  were  Triballi  or  Leucani.     The  penalty  for  bribing  is 

Corrup-  V  death ;  and  yet  the  largest  bribers  of  the  ecclesia  become 
our  generals.  We  cherish  the  Constitution  as  the  very  life 
of  the  State ;  yet  we  reproach  the  advocates  of  peace  with 
desiring  an  oligarchy,  and  court  war,  though  by  war  the 


longer 
fight. 
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democracy  has  twice  been  overthrown.     We  are  practised 


in  debate  j^ndadnunistrajjionj^^^  do  not  know  our  own 
^nds  for  a  day.  We  consider  ourselves  the  most  intelli- 
gent of  the  Greeks — and  listen  to  the  most  conten^>tible 
advisers,  making  the  worst  citizens  guardians  of  the  city. 
OuranQestoia-judged-tbat  the  aUeet  oouneellors  made  the 
boat-generals.  Our  counsellors  are  not  trusted  to  lead ;  we  The  states- 
send  out  as  generals,  with  plenary  powers,  our  most  inca-  wer'the^ 
pable  men  (g  49-56).  generals. 

"  Some  one  to  whom  these  remarks  apply  may  be  stung 
into  asking — *  How  is  it  that,  if  our  policy  is  so  bad,  we  are 
still  on  a  level  with  any  city  in  Greece  ? '  '  Because,'  I  Thebes  is 
answer,  '  our  competitors  are  as  weak  as  ourselves.  We  Athens. 
save  the  Thebans,  and  they  save  us.  It  would  be  worth 
the  while  of  either  to  provide  pay  for  the  ecclesiasts  of  the 
other.  The  oftener  either  holds  assemblies,  the  better  for 
its  rival'  If  some  more  thoughtful  questioner,  admitting 
that  the  evils  exist,  were  to  ask  me  what  remedy  I  propose, 
I  should  be  more  at  a  loss  for  an  answer ;  not  for  a  satis- 
factory answer,  but  for  one  which  would  find  favour  with 
you  (§§  57-62). 

"  True  national  prosperity  dep^ndp  ^^  ^  yc^w^fwi^  rpgpAPf.  The 
for  the  rights  of  one's  neighbours.     How  is  the  character  [^"J^Zj^ 
which  respects  those  rights  most  readily  to  be  produced  t^e  Empire 
among  us  ?     By   the  surrender  of  our  maritime  Empire. 
Bear  with   me  if  I  tell  you   that  that  empire  is  unjust, 
untenable,  unprofitable.     Unjust,  because  one  city  cannot 
claim    to    rule    Hellas — a   principle    which    we  ourselves 
proclaimed   in    the    case    of    Sparta;    untenable,    because 
wealth  failed  to  hold  it,  and  we  are  poor ;  unprofitable  for 
both  these  reasons,  and  for  others  of  which  I  will  speak,  if 
you   will   hear  me  as   the  admonisher,  not  denouncer,  of 
Athens  (^  63-73). 

"  Let   us   compare   the  period   before,  and  the  period 
after,  the  city's  acquisition  of  maritime  empire.     The  differ- 
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ence  between  them  is  the  difiference  between  Aristeides, 
Themistocles,  Miltiades,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Hyperbolas, 
Cleophon,  the  demagogues  of  to-day,  on  the  other.  Athens 
had  formerly  commanded  the  admiration  and  the  conn, 
fidence  of  the  Greeks  for  whom  she  had  fought.  Empire 
demoralised'  and  abased  her;  her  citizens  dared  not  go., 
outside  their  walls  to  meet  the  enemy ;  her  fleet,  manned 
by  all  the  scoundrels  in  Greece,  was  its  scourge ;  nothing 
but  th^  moderation  of  Sparta  saved  her  from  political 
annihilation.  The  men  of  Imperial  Athens  had  reduced 
the  art  of  unpopularity  to  a  science.  In  the  theatre,  at  the 
Dionysia,  they  used  to  display  the  balance  of  the  money 
levied  on  their  allies, — bringing  in,  at  the  same  time,  the 
children  of  those  who  had  fallen  in  the  war  ;  thus  reminding 
the  allies  of  the  extortion  practised  upon  them,  and  the 
other  Greeks  present  of  the  misery  wrought  by  means  of 
this  plunder.  It  was  the  men  of  the  empire  who  foi-med 
designs  against  Sicily,  Italy,  Carthage,  at  a  moment  when 
enemies  held  the  suburbs  ^  of  Athena  Under  their  rule 
more  disasters  happened  than  in  all  the  earlier  or  later 
history  of  the  city — disasters  in  Egypt,^  at   Cyprus,^   at 


^  §  85.  Deceleia — here  called  a 
icfioaxrrtiov  of  Athens — ^was  14  miles 
N.  of  it,  and  as  many  from  the 
Boeotian  frontier.  It  was  occupied 
by  the  Peloponnesians  in  the  spring 
of  413  B.C.  ;  and  the  Sicilian  disaster 
came  in  September  of  the  same 
year.  It  is  of  this  passage  that 
Dionysius  is  probably  thinking  when 
he  speaks  of  Isocrates  as  censuring, 
in  the  Bt  Pace,  ro^s  rrpb  r&v  Ae/ceXei- 
kQv  '  yevofxiifovs  {de  Isoer,  c.  8).  As 
to  the  large  schemes  of  conquest — 
embracing  Italy  and  Libya — enter- 
tained at  Athens  in  415,  see  Curtius, 
jffist.  Or,  bk.  iv.  c.  iv.  vol.  iii.  p. 
303  tr.  Ward. 

'  §  86.  Alluding  to  the  destruc- 
tion, in  455  B.C.,  of  the  Athenian 
armament  sent  to  aid  Inaros. 


'  Jb,  In  449  S.C.  Cimon  laid 
siege  to  Citium  in  Cyprus.  After 
his  death,  his  successor  Anazicrates 
was  compelled  by  famine  to  raise 
the  siege ;  but  the  fleet  was  soon 
afterwards  victorious  near  Salamis 
(Thuo.  I.  112).  Either  Isocrates 
is  here  misrepresenting  the  unsuc- 
cessful siege  as  the  destruction 
{di€4>$dpriffap,  §  86)  of  an  Athenian 
armament ;  or  he  may  refer  to  the 
earlier  expedition  in  460  B.C.  of  the 
Athenians  and  their  allies,  with 
200  ships,  to  Cyprus,  which  Thucy- 
dides  mentions  (i.  104),  but  of  which 
he  gives  no  particulars,  except  that 
it  was  ultimately  abandoned  for 
the  purpose  of  helping  Inaros  in 
Egypt. 
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Daton,^  in  Sicily,  in  the  Hellespont ;  until  the  public  tombs 
were  filled  with  citizens  and  the  public  registers  with  aliens. 
The  happiest  people  is  that  by  whom  the  old  families  are 
cherished;  the  best  statesmen  are  those  who  deserve, but  do 
not  grasp,  power.  Such  was  the  Athens,  such  were  the 
Athenians  of  the  time  of  the  Persian  Wars ;  and  therefore 
they  did  not  lead  the  lives  of  pirates.  Their  successors, 
instead  of  ruling  for  the  good  of  their  subjects,  wished  to 
tyrannise  for  their  own;  and  they  met  vrith  the  fate  of 
tyrants.  No  person  not  reckless  alike  of  the  past  and  of 
the  future  could  wish  to  imitate  them.  The  earlier  and  the 
later  experiences  of  Athens  prove,  in  fact,  two  things :  that 
Attica  produces  good  men,  and.  that  empire  spoils  them 
(^  74-94). 

"  The  effect  of  naval  supremacy  may  be  further  seen  in  imperiAi 
the  case  of  Sparta.  Her  polity,  unaltered  and  unshaken 
through  seven  centuries,^  wais  all  but  overthrown  when  she 
became  imperial  Her  sins  against  Greece  were  thus  far 
worse  than  ours,  that  faction  and  bloodshed,  entailing  per- 
petual feuds,  were  rife  in  her  subject  cities.  She  was  un-  her 
grateful,  also,  to  all  her  benefactors  in  turn — to  Thebes,  to 
Chios,  to  Persia.  She  established  despots  in  Italy  and 
Sicily;  and  in  the  Peloponnesus  outraged  Elis,  Corinth, 
Mantineia,  Phlius,  Argos.  In  fact  she  never  ceased  doing 
violence  until  she  had  prepared  for  herself  the  calamity  of  her  fail. 


^  §  86.  h  Adry  bk  fwplovt  bx- 
TUras  airruv  Kcd  tQp  avfifjtdx*^  dtrtb' 
Xecroy.  As  to  the  site  of  Daton 
see  note  above.  Herodotus  men- 
tions—  but  without  closer  defini- 
tion of  the  time  than  that  it  was 
after  378  B.C.  — an  incident  to 
which  Isocrates  is  perhaps  refer- 
ring :  —  ai^rdv  d^  Zo^dvea  XP^'^V 
6<rr€pw  toOtuv  KariXaffe  AvSpa 
dya$6r  yevSpLCVov  *A$rjycUuv  crrpa- 
•nfyiovra  &fia  AedyfXfi  r^  TXai^Kuvos 
dvoSayeiv  inrb  *Kdil^(t)v  h  Ldrtf^ 
Ttpl     rw¥     ftcrdXXwi'     rOv     xpwriuv 


fiaxc6fJLevor :  IX.  75.  But  the  fiv- 
plovt  looks  as  if  Isocrates  was  think- 
ing also  of  the  destruction,  by  the 
Thracians,  of  10,000  Athenians  at 
Drab^scus  near  Ennea  Hodoi  in  465 
B.O.:  Thuc.  I.  100. 

'  §  95.  The  beginning  of  the 
''seven  centuries"  is  taken  from 
1104  B.C. — the  legendary  epoch  of 
the  Dorian  conquest  of  Pelopon- 
nesus. Cf.  Isocr.  Archid.  §  12  Sd^av 
ijv  o2  xp6rfii»oi...iv  imrcuewrloit  #rc(rt 
KT7j<rdfie¥oi  KariXiTw  ;  and  Paruxihen. 
§204. 
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Leuctra, — which  was  not  the  beginning  of  her  misfortunes 
but  the  result  of  her  folly.  She__was  ruined  by  the 
arrogance  of  Empire — Empire,  which  allures  and  betrays 
lilce  a  laise  mistress.  OiigEt~nol  the  traitr(i6sTio  be  detested 
who  has  brought  both  Athens  and  Sparta  to  misery  ?  It  is 
Dangers  of  no  marvel  that,  nevertheless,  all  woo  Empire.  No  inen 
™^^"'  know  their,  own  real  interests.  We,  by  meddling,  prepared 
the  Spartan  ascendency,  and  they,  by  insolence,  brought 
about  a  reaction  in  our  favour.  The  demagogues  led  up 
to  the  Thirty  Tyrants,  and  these,  in  turn,  made  all  of  us 
ultra  -  democrats.  The^  case  is  the  same  in  regard  ,  to - 
monarchy.  Abi^olute  power  is  universally  coveted,  though 
all  know  that  an  absolute  ruler  has  an  anxious  life  and 
usually  a  violent^  death.  You  admit  this,  and  are  yet 
unwilling  to  apply  the  same  reasoning  to  the  case  of  an 
Imperial  State.  You  even  allow  that  the  despotism  of 
Thebes  wrongs  Boeotia ;  but  will  not  admit  that  your  own 
government  injures  your  allies.  If,  then,  you  listen  to  me, 
you  will  consider  through  what  causes  Athens  and  Sparta 
rose  to  rule  Hellas,  and  then  came  into  peril  of  enslave- 
ment ;  through  what  causes  the  Thessalians  have  lost  their 
Why  hereditary    wealth,  while    the    Megarians,    placed    among 

is  rich.  enemies  and  originally  poor,  have  become  the  richest  of  the 
Greeks.  It  is  moderation  that  has  brought  the  blessing, 
intemperance  that  has  brought  the  curse, — a  curse  which 
sometimes  tarries,  which  an  individual  sometimes  eludes  by 
death,  but  from  which  there  is  no  escape  for  the  immortality 
of  a  State  (^  95-120). 
The  dema-  "  Eemembering  this,  you  must  not  be  led  by  demagogues 

^^^^'  who,  in  their  words  and  in  their  deeds,  resemble  those  who 
brought  Athens  to  ruin.  It  was  not  such  men  as  these 
who  made,  and  kept,  the  city  great ;  or  who  brought  back 
from  exile  the  victims  of  the  Peisistratidae  or  of  the  Thirty. 
While  Athens  acquires  a  name  for  rapacity  throughout 
Pericles.      Greece,  these  men  enrich  themselves  at  our  cost.     Pericles, 
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one  of  the  earliest  demagogues,^  at  least  did  not  fill  his  own 
purse,  though  he  left  8000  talents  in  the  acropolis.  Now, 
we  hear  nothing  but  the  lamentations  of  those  who  are 
absolutely  starving,  or  of  those  who,  though  not  destitute, 
are  crushed  by  public  imposts.  Unprincipled  speakers  and  \/^ 
demagogues  are  our  worst  enemies.  They  do  not  merely 
compromise  our  national  name;  it  is  their  interest  that 
each  one  of  us  should  be  in  actual  want,  and  so  at  their 
mercy.  They  delight,  therefore,  in  impeachments,  indict- 
ments, and  all  that  machinery  of  calumny  by  which  we  can 
be  brought  to  the  beggary  which  makes  their  weedth  (g 
121-131). 

"To  sum  up — the  conditions  of   restoring  Athens    to  Three  con- 
prosperity  are  three: — that  we   should    cease    to    assume  welfare, 
that  every  informer  is  a  true  democrat,  and  every  honour- 
able man  an    oligarch ; — that   we   should    treat   allies  as 
friends,  not  a^  slaves ; — that  we  should  value  above  all 
things  the  esteem  of  Greece. 

"  If  you  do  this — and  if,  at  the  same  time,  you  show 
yourselves  warlike  in  preparation,  but  peaceful  in  the 
justice  of  your  policy — Greece  will  be  tranquillised,  seeing 
your  power  ready  to  step  in  to  the  support  of  the  injured. 
In  any  event,  however,  Athens  will  gain  reputation.  If 
wars  cease,  the  credit  will  be  ours.  If  they  do  not,  we 
shall  be  the  recognised  champions  of  l;he  weak.  The 
infirmities  of  age  do  not  suffer  me  to  express  all  that  I 
foresee  as  in  store  for  us.  But,  in  one  word,  letjis  be  the 
deliverers,  not  the  despoilers  of  Greece. 

"The  position  among  the  Hellenes  at  which   Athens  I 
ought  to  aim  is  like  that  which  the  kings  of  Sparta  held! 
among  the  Lacedaemonians.     These  kings  are  not  despots,  IThe  Spar- 
but  leaders  who  command  a  devoted  loyalty ;  the  Spartan  y     ^^ 
who  shrank  from  dying  for  them  would  be  more  disgraced  [ 
than  if  he  cast  away  his  shield.  ^ 

^  §  126.  Ile/xicX^f  6  irpd  row  roioi-      cUhen,  §  148,  where  PeislBtratns  also  is 
T(i)¥  ^iMyiiTfbi  Karaards,     Cf.  Pan*      described  as  a  drffiaytirYdf, 
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"Two  things  warn  me  to  cease — the  length  of  this 
speech,  and  the  number  of  my  years.  Let  younger  men 
strive,  by  speaking  and  writing,  to  give  an  honest  direction 
to  the  politics  of  Greece.  They  may  remember  that,  when 
Greece  prospers,  her  most  thoughtful  men  prosper  too  "  (^ 
132-145). 

Bemarka.  1  The  Speech  On  the  Peace  excek^  one  respect 
almost  all  jthe  other  compositions  of  Isocrates.  The 
elaborate  evenness  of  his  usual  style  is  here  broken 
by  a  sincere  indignation ;  the  disasters,  moral  and 
material,  brought  on  Athens  by  the  war  rouse  him  ,Xo 
direct  and  vigorous  utterance.  Chares  and  Aris- 
tophon,  the  leaders  of  the  War  Party,  are  the  men 
at  whom  his  attack  is  specially  levelled.^  It  is  this 
definite  significance  which  gives  their  sting  to  his 
invectives  against  the  corrupt  generals^  and  the 
corrupt  statesmen.^ 

Dionysius  admires  the  Speech  as  an  exhortation 
to  a  just  and  upright  policy;*  Isocrates  himself 
quotes  it  in  the  Antidosis  '^  as  an  example  of  practical 
advice  on  contemporary  affairs.  The  tenor  of  the 
^jj^cfeAsJjua:— Let  Athens  resign  empire  {S^pxvl  and 
be  content  with  hegemony, — the  headship  of  a  Con- 
leHeracy  of  which  all  the  members  shall  be  free — ^such 
a  Confederacy  as  she  presided  over  iust  after  the 
Persia^War."  AbstinLee  from  w^-.  «>a  the 
manifestation  of  a  just  temper,  of  a  resolution  to 
protect  the  weak  against  the  strong,  will  suflBce  to 
place  and  to  keep  Athens  at  the  head  of  such  a 

1  Cf.  Schaf.  Denu  i.  p.  168.    Arist.        »  §§  121-131. 
Bhet,  III.  17.  ^  Dionys.  de  Isocr.  c.  8. 

«  §§  45-56.  «  Antid.  §§  62  ff. 
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league.  Isocrates  fails  to  remark  that  the  Athenian 
hegemony  of  478,  and  the  revived  hegemony  of  378, 
ha^  pli^^'' Into' empire  bi  the  same  inevitable 
propftsfi.  He  has  an  ideal  of  a  free  confederacy  which 
experience  has  not  taught  him  to  be  impossible ;  anS 
for  the  attainment  of  this  ideal  he  believes  nothing 
to  be  needful  but  that  Athens  should  become  and 
appear  virtuous.  In  the  Areopagiticus  he  propounds 
a  simple  return  to  old  constitutional  forms  as  the 
remedy  for  the  internal  disorders  of  Athens ;  in  this 
speech  he  maintains  that  her  foreign  policy  may  be  on  the 
amended  and  made  triumphant  by  a  return  to  the 
spirit  of  Aristeides.^  The  counsel  is  in  itself  good 
and  noble,  but  is  thoroughly  i^npractical ;  it  estimates 
in  a  manner  infinitely  too  flattering  what  Athens  was 
capable  of  doing  and  what  Hellas  was  ready  to  accept. 

Archidamus,  [Or.  vi.l — At  the  beginning  of  366  n.  3.  at- 

cliidamuB. 

B.C.  Sparta,  Athens,  Corinth,  and  the  smaller  states^ 
dependent  on  Corinth,  as  Epidaurus  and  Phlius,  were 
allied,  and  were  at  war  with  Thebes  and  her  allies,  of 
whom  the  chief  was  Argos.  But  in  that  year  the 
treacherous  attempt  of  Athens  to  seize  Corinth  gave 
the  Corinthians  a  sense  of  insecurity  and  a  desire 
for  peace.  They  *  accordingly  sent  envoys  to  Thebes, 
asking  on  what  terms  peace  would  be  granted  to  the 
allies.  The  Thebans  prescribed,  as  one  condition  of 
peace,  the  recognition  of  the  independence  of  Mes- 
sene,  the  new  state  founded  by  Epameinondas  in 
370.*     A   congress   met   at   Sparta.      The   Spartans 

^  Cf.  §  75.  cf.  Grote,  c.  79,  vol.  x.  p.  399  n. 

^  And  not  the  Spartans,  as  the  '  Grote  and  Schafer  place  the  first 

author  of  the  itirbOtfni  wrongly  says :      invasion  of  Laconia  by  Epameinondas, 

VOL.  II  0 
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refused  to  recognise  the  independence  of  Messene  ; 
and  accordingly  remained,  with  Athens,  at  war 
against  Thebes.  The  Corinthians,  Epidaurians, 
Phliasians,  and  probably  some  other  small  states,^ 
accepted  the  condition,  and  made  peace  on  their  own 
account,  B.C.  366  :  see  §  91. 

The  Archidamus  is  in  the  form  of  a  (deliberative 
speech.  It  piirpoils  to  be  spoken,  in  366  B.C.,  by 
Archidamus  III.,  son  of  the  king  Agesilaus,  during  a 
debate^  at  Sparta  on  the  Theban  proposal.  There 
seems  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  speech  was  written 
in  366  B.C.,  either  just  before  or  soon  after  the  actual 
decision  of  the  question.^  It  may  have  been  com- 
posed in  the  first  instance  as  an  exercise ;  *  yet,  as 
discussing  a  question  of  contemporary  politics  from 


and  the  commencement  of  the  new 
town  of  Messene,  at  the  close  of  870 
B.C.;  Clinton,  at  the  beginning  of 
369  B.C.  Xenophon  speaks  of  the 
restoration  as  complete  in  368  :  Hel- 
Im.  VII.  1.  27. 

^  As     Troezen     and     Hermione : 
Grote,  c.  79,  x.  p.  400. 

*  It  may  bo  questioned  whether 
the  scene  of  the  debate  was  (1)  the 
Gerousia,  or  (2)  the  Assembly  of 
Spartan  citizens  above  thirty  (direX- 
Xa,  Plat.  Lys,  35),  or  (3)  that  more 
select  assembly  of  citizens — probably 
limited  to  the  Sfwioi — which  is  heard 
of  as  being  convened  in  special  emer- 
gencies: Xen.  ffellen,  iii.  3.  18. 
Bat,  except  the  kings  and  the  ephors, 
no  citizen  under  60  years  of  age  could 
be  a  member  of  the  Gerousia.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  is  certain  that  the 
Public  Assembly  (^  iKK\ri<rUL  ruv 
AoKfScufMiflwy,  Thuc.  I.  87)  was  some- 
times the  scene  of  a  real  debate  (and 
not  merely  of  passive  voting), — as  of 
the  debate  in  which  the  Pelopon- 


nesian  War  was  decided  upon  :  Thuc 
I.  79-87.  The  king  Archidamus  and 
the  ephor  Sthenelaidas  are,  indeed, 
the  only  speakers  named  on  that  occa- 
sion :  and  probably  a  private  citizen 
could  speak  only  by  permission. 
Archidamus,  though  a  Heraclid  and 
next  heir  to  the  throne,  apologises 
for  presuming  to  speak  :  but  mainly 
on  account  of  his  youth :  §§  1-2. 

'  Referring  to  the  opinion  of  Nie- 
buhr  that  the  Archidamus  was  written 
after  the  battle  of  Mantineia,  Thirl- 
wall  says — **  We  must,  however,  re- 
member the  speech  which  Cleon  made 
for  Lysander,  and  that  Xenophon  {If. 
VII.  4.  9)  gives  us  reason  to  believe 
that  the  spirit  prevailing  at  Sparta 
was  just  that  which  breathes  through 
the  Archidamus : "  v.  p.  178,  c.  40. 

^  The  MeffffrjyiaKds  of  Alcidamas  of 
Elaea  (Ar.  Hhet.  i.  13.  ii.  28)  may,  as 
Spengel  thinks  (<rway.  rexv.  xxi v. ), 
have  been  composed  in  rivalry  of  the 
Archidamus. 
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the  point  of  view  which  a  large  party  at  Sparta 
must  really  have  taken,  it  claims  to  be  considered  as 
something  more.  Isocrates  probably  sent  it  to  Archi- 
damus, — not,  of  course,  for  delivery,  but  as  a  proof  oi 
sympathy  with  the  Spartan  policy.^ 

"  I^erhaps  some  of  you  will  be  surprised  that  I,  who 
liave  always  been  loyal  to  the  customs  of  Sparta,  should,  in 
spite  of  my  youth,^  come  forward  to  advise.  Had  my 
elders  given  counsel  worthy  of  Sparta,  I  should  have  been 
silent.  As  it  is,  some  of  them  have  supported  the  demand 
of  tlie  enemy ;  others  have  but  faintly  opposed  it.  I 
must  not,  through  regard  for  what  becomes  me  individu- 
ally, allow  the  State  to  pass  a  resolution  which  would 
dishonour  it. 

"  The  royal  house  of  Sparta  is  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  war ;  surely  it  ought  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
debates  on  which  war  depends.  The  present  crisis  is  the 
gravest  in  which  Sparta  has  ever  been  placed.  The  ques-  The  issue, 
tion  is  not  whether  we  shall  rule  others,  but  whether  we 
shall  obey  the  dictates  of  an  enemy.  As  a  descendant  of 
Heracles,  as  son  of  a  king  of  Sparta  and  heir  of  his  dignity, 
I  cannot  look  on  in  silence  while  the  country  left  to  us  by 
our  ancestors  is  made  over  to  our  slaves.  Such  a  surrender 
would  be  for  Thebes  a  triumph  greater   than  Leuctra ;  a 


^  Spengel  says  of  the  Archidamus 
(ffw.  T€xv.  xxiv)  **  non  est  ut  PhUip- 
pus  oratio  Archidamo  missa,  sed 
declamatio."  It  is  not  easy  to  see 
why  the  fact  of  the  speech  being  a 
declamation  should  exclude  the  hy- 
pothesis of  its  having  been  sent  to 
Archidamus. — The  speaker's  apology 
for  the  length  of  his  remarks  (§§  15, 
16)  may  be  noticed  as  an  attempt  to 
give  the  composition  something  of  a 
Spartan  air.  But  Spartan  brevity 
^as  now  no   longer   so   severe    as 


formerly:  cf.  Plut  ApophOu  16 
(quoted  by  ThirlwaU  v.  179),  where 
Epameinondas  replies  to  a  Spartan's 
invective — "At  least  the  Thebans 
have  taught  you  to  make  longer 
speeches." 

'  §  1.  ¥€i!)T€pos  &¥,  Archidamus 
is  mentioned  as  a  young  man  in  378 
B.C. :  Xen.  E,  v.  4,  §§  25-33  :  and  as 
commanding  Spartan  armies  in  371 
(J7.  VI.  4,  §§  17-26)  and  367  (H,  vii. 
1,  §  28).  He  may  now  have  been 
about  thirty-five  years  of  age. 
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victory  over  that  which  they  failed  to  conquer  when  they 
broke  our  ranks — the  Spartan  spirit  (^  1-10). 
Tiie  allies.  "  Qur  allies  Urge  us  to  resign  Messenia  and  to  make 

peace.  Worse  traitors  than  those  who  revolted  from  us 
formerly  and  ruined  only  themselves,  these  seek  to  rob  us 
of  the  glory  which  our  ancestors  were  seven  hundred  years  ^ 
in  winning.  We  have  often  fought  for  our  allies ;  they 
refuse  to  fight  for  us,  and  tlireaten,  if  we  hold  out,  to  make 
peace  on  their  own  account.  Let  them :  a  struggle  without 
them  will  bring  us  the  more  honour  (§§  11-14). 

"  I  am  no  lover  of  words ;  but  it  will  be  useful  at  this 

moment  to  trace  the  historical  claims  of  Sparta  to  Messene 

(^  15-16). 

Sparta's  "  When  Heracles  had  passed  from  earth  to  the  gods, 

Meweue.     ^is  children  were  long  vexed  by  Eurystheus ;  then,  after 

their   enemy's    death,    they    settled    among    the    Dorians. 

Their  descendants  in  tlie  third  generation  had  occasion  to 

consult  the  oracle  at  Delphi.    It  told  them  nothing  as  to 

the  special  object  of  thek  visit ;  but  bade  them  go  to  their 

faiherlaTid,     Reflecting,  they  found  that  Argos  belonged  to 

them  by  hereditary  right — since  the  offspring  of  Heracles 

were  now  the  only  representatives  of  Pei*seu8 :  Lacedaemon, 

by  gift — for  Tyndareus  had  bestowed  it  upon  Heracles  who 

had  restored  him  from  exile:  Messene,  by  conquest — for 

Heracles,  wronged  by  Neleus  and  his  sons,  had  slain  them 

and  taken  their  town. 

Return  of  "  Deeming  that  the  oracle  spoke  of  all  these  places,  the 

cieidae.       Heracleidae  rallied  your  ancestors  around  them,  promising 

to  divide  the  territory  among  their  followers,  but  reserving 

the  royalty  to  themselves.     It  need  not  be  told  how  they 

conquered  the  Peloponnesus  and  divided  it  into  three  chief 

kingdoms.     You  have  kept  to  this  day  the  compact  which 

your  ancestors  made  with  mine.    But  the  Dorian  invaders 

of  Messenia  had  scarcely  been  settled  in  it  when  they  slew 

1  §  12.     Cf.  note  on  De  Pace,  §  95. 


XVI  ISOCRATES— WORKS  197 

their  owu  leader  and  founder,  the  Heraclid  Cresphontes. 
His  sons  fled  to  Sparta,  imploring  vengeance  for  their  father, 
and  offering  Messenia  to  us.  Encouraged  by  an  oracle,  we 
made  war  and  conquered  the  country.  Our  right  to  it  thus  Sparta's 
rests  on  the  same  grounds  as  our  right  to  Lacedaemon  ;  claim, 
that  is, — on  the  gift  of  the  Heracleidae ;  on  an  oracle ;  and 
on  conquest  (^  17-25). 

"  All  titles  to  possession  are  made  stronger  by  length 
of  occupancy.  We  acquired  Messene  before  the  Persians 
were  masters  of  Asia,  and  before  some  of  the  Greek  cities 
had  been  founded.  Yet  the  Thebans,  while  recognising,  in  The 
the  case  of  Persia,  a  nght  less  than  two  hundred  years  ^ 
old,  deny,  in  ours,  a  right  of  more  than  twice  that  age. 
Only  the  other  day  ^  they  devastated  Thespiae  and  Plataea : 
after  an  interval  of  four  hundred  years  *  they  restore 
Messene  —  in  each  instance  breaking  oaths  and  treaties. 
Were  they  only  bringing  back  genuine  Messenians,  it  would 
be  unjust;  but  in  fact  they  are  planting  Helots  on  our 
frontier. 

"  Further,  our  claim  to  Messene  has  been  indirectly 
allowed  by  our  enemies.  We  have  had  ere  now  to  make  a 
humiliating  peace ;  but  neither  Persia  nor  Athens  has  ever 
asked  us  for  Messene.  Our  claim  was  also  recognised  by 
the  oracle  at  Delphi, — the  most  august  in  Greece.     It  ad-  Delphic 

oracle 

vised  us  to  accept  the  offer  of  the  sons  of  Cresphontes,  and 
showed  us  how  to  succeed  in  the  war  ;  but  was  silent  to  our 
enemies.  In  brief — we  received  Messene  from  its  former 
owners — established  our  own  right  of  conquest — drove  out 
the  impious  foe  of  the  Heracleidae — and  have  had  our  title 
confirmed  by  time,  by  the  verdict  of  enemies,  by  the  voice 
of  the  gods  (§§  26-33). 

^  §  27.    Dating  from  the  accession  have    been    more    accurate.      The 

of  Cyras  to  the  empire,  559  B.c.  Second  Messenian  War  ended,  and 

'  §27.     In373B.c.:  cf.  introd.  to  the  conquest    of   the    country  was 

the  Plataicus,  completed,  in  668  b.c. 

'  §  27.     ** Three  hundred"  would 
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"We  are  urged  to  make  our  decision  on  grounds  of 
expediency,  not  of  abstract  justice.  This  is  wrong  in  prin- 
ciple, and  not  easy  in  practice  ;  for  what  is  expediency  ?  It 
is  not  clear  that,  supposing  we  obeyed  Thebes,  we  should 
obtain  a  firm  peace.  Concessions  of  this  kind  always 
invite  new  attacks  (^  34-39). 
Examples  "There  are  plenty  of  instances  in  which  disasters  as 

fronT^^^'^*^  great  as  ours  have  been  retrieved.  Athens,  to  say  nothing 
disaster.  Qf  j^gj,  perils  in  remote  times,  came  safely  through  the 
Persian  war,  and  gained  empire,  because,  when  her  position 
seemed  desperate,  she  refused  to  listen  to  the  dictates  of  the 
enemy.  Dionysius  ^  was  on  the  point  of  abandoning  Syra- 
cuse to  the  Carthaginians,  when  a  friend  reminded  him 
that  *  royalty  is  a  good  winding-sheet ' : — he  remained,  and 
triumphed.  Amyntas  ^  of  Macedon,  defeated  by  his  neigh- 
bours and  temporaiily  robbed  of  his  whole  realm,  rallied, 
with  a  like  result,  from  a  like  despair.  Thebes  is  great 
now  because  she  had  patience  to  endure  our  attacks  stead- 
fastly. In  short,  good  government  and  military  skill  are 
the  two  things  needful  to  repair  national  misfortunes.  No 
one  will  deny  that  in  both  these  things  we  stand  unrivalled 
(§§  40-48). 

"  Some  advocate  peace  because  war  is  a  bad  thing  in 
itself.  But  that  depends  on  circumstances.  Peace  is  for 
the  prosperous :  war  is  certainly  the  best  hope  of  the  un- 
fortunate. Those  who  would  be  free  must  make  peace,  not 
when  the  enemy  bids  them,  but  when  they  have  become 
stronger  than,  or  equal  to,  him  (^  49-51). 
Spartans  "  We  ought  not  to  be  less  spirited  in  defending  our- 

Sparta.  sclvcs  than  we  have  always  been  in  succouring  others. 
Formerly,  if  a  single  Lacedaemonian  went  to  the  aid  of  a 
city  allied  with  us,  its  deliverance  was  always  ascribed  to 
him.     Pedaritus  ^   saved  Chios,  Brasidas  saved  Amphipolis, 

1  §  44.  i,e.  Dionysius  I.  in   394  '  §  58.     When  Chios  revolted  from 

B.C.:  cf.  Grote,  c.  82,  vol.  x.  p.  695.        Athens  in   412   b.c.    Pedaritus  was 

^  §  46.    See  note  on  Panegnr.  §  126.       posted  there  as  I^cedaemonian  gover- 
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Gylippus  saved  Syracuse.  What  one  Spartan  could  do  for 
others,  shall  not  the  whole  Lacedaemonian  people  be  able 
to  do  for  themselves  ?  Asia  and  Europe  are  full  of  the 
trophies  of  our  victories  in  the  causes  of  others;  in  the 
cause  of  Sparta  shall  not  one  blow  be  struck  ?  We  can 
afford  to  keep  numbers  of  horses  at  a  great  cost ;  and  shall 
we  make  peace  as  if  we  were  beggars  ?  We  have  the  name 
of  being  the  most  laborious  of  the  Hellenes ;  and  shall  we 
accept  the  terms  of  the  enemy  after  one  defeat/  one  inva- 
sion -  —  resigning  so  quickly  the  country  for  which  the 
Messenians  themselves  stood  a  siege  of  twenty  years,^  and 
forgetting  the  dangers  by  which  our  ancestors  won  it  ? 
(^  52-57). 


"  Some,  recklass  of  our  honour,  advise  peace  because  Hopes 
Sparta  is  weak  and  Thebes  strong.  But  we  have  at  least  without, 
the  strength  of  a  good  government,  of  temperate  habits,  of 
a  brave  spirit.  Nor  shall  we  lack  external  aid.  Athens, 
thougli  she  ia  not  with  us  in  all  things,  will  not  see  us  de- 
stroyed. Dionysius  of  Syracuse;  the  king  of  Egypt;  the 
various  dynasts  of  Asia ;  the  richest  and  most  distinguished 
individuals  in  Hellas,  whose  political  sympathies  are  with 
us — will  help.  Nay,  even  the  democrats  of  the  Pelopon- 
nese  will  soon  begin  to  long  once  more  for   our  protecting 


uor:  Thuc.  viii.  28.  Soon  after- 
wards the  Athenians  set  about  forti- 
fying Dclphinion,  a  promontory  on 
the  east  coast  of  the  island :  ih,  38. 
Pcdaritus  having  refused  to  help 
Astyochus  in  supporting  the  revolt 
of  Lesbos,  Astyochus  refused  to  sup- 
port Pedaritus  at  Chios.  The  Athe- 
nian fort  was  at  length  completed. 
Pedaritus  then  sent  an  urgent 
message  to  the  Spartan  fleet  at 
Rhodes,  representing  that,  unless 
help  came  speedily,  Chios  must  be 
lost.  In  the  meantime  he  made  an 
attack  on  Delphinion  with  such  forces 
as  he  had,  but  was  defeated  and 
slain  :  Thuc.  viii.  55.     The  words  of 


Isocrates  —  tU  Xlo¥  ef<rTXei5<raf  Hiv 
ir6\Lv  SUfftifffc — are  calculated,  there- 
fore,  to  convey  an  inaccurate  impres- 
sion. Pedaritus  did,  indeed,  hold 
out  in  Chios  for  a  year;  but  his 
command  ended  disastrously. 

^  §  56.  i,e.  Leuctra,  §  10. 

^  §  56.  At  this  time  Epameinondas 
had  thrice  invaded  Peloponnesus — in 
370,  369,  367.  But  he  had  invaded 
Laconia  only  once,  in  370.  The  next 
invasion  of  Laconia  occurred  shortly 
before  Mantineia  in  362. 

'  §  57.  Referring  to  the  siege  of 
Ithome  in  the  first  Messenian  War, 
743-723  B.C. 
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care,  now  that  they  have  tasted  the  fruits  of  anarchy 
(^  58-69). 

"  Even,  however,  if  we  were  utterly  forsaken,  I  should 
be  ashamed  to  give  up  Messene,  and  to  admit,  either  that  our 
ancestral  title  to  it  was  bacd,  or  that  we  had  relinquished  a 
right.  Probably  the  tide  will  turn  soon.  But,  if  the  worst 
comes,  we  must  send  away  our  women  and  children  and  old 
men  to  Sicily,  Italy,  Gyrene,  Asia  ;  we  must  quit  Sparta ; 
seize  some  strong  position  ;  and,  from  it,  harass  the  enemy 
by  land  and  sea.  No  city  in  the  Peloponnese  would  long 
be  able  to  bear  what  an  army  of  desperadoes,  unfettered  by 
any  polity,  and  able  to  plant  themselves  where  they  pleased, 
could  inflict.  Or  if  several  towns  combined,  and  brought 
their  ill-disciplined  levies  to  meet  us  in  our  fastnesses,  what 
could  serve  us  better  ?  The  essence  of  Sparta's  strength  lies 
in  the  resemblance  of  her  civic  system  to  an  orderly  and 
disciplined  camp.  If  this  resemblance  becomes  identity, 
what  can  resist  us  ?  The  Athenians,  in  the  cause  of  Hellenic 
freedom,  once  left  their  homes ;  the  Phocaeans  removed  to 
Massalia  rather  than  submit  to  the  Persian  king.  It  would 
be  strange  if  we  did  not  choose  to  quit  Sparta  for  a  time 
rather  than  to  obey  the  dictates  of  our  former  subjects.  But 
our-  thoughts  ought  not  to  dwell  on  the  possible  necessity  of 
leaving  Sparta, — they  ought  to  anticipate  our  triumphant 
return  to  it.  I  have  not  spoken  of  what  must  happen ; 
rather  of  what  ought  to  happen  before  we  surrender  Mes- 
sene.  No  lasting  peace  could  be  gained  by  such  a  compro- 
mise. If  the  Helots  were  once  established  at  our  side,  end- 
less annoyance  and  danger  would  be  our  portion  (§§  70-87). 

"  There  could  be  no  nobler  cause  in  which  to  die  than 
the  present,  when  the  prestige,  when  the  very  existence  of 
Sparta  is  threatened.  Epidaurus,  Corinth,  Phlius^  may 
without  reproach  prefer  safety  to  honour ;  Sparta  cannot. 
The  reputation   of  the  city  ought   to  be  as  dear  to  each 


*  §  91 .     See  introductory  remarks. 
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Spartan  as  his  own :  he  ought  not  to  suflTer  it  to  desert  the 
post  at  which  our  fathers  placed  it.  How  could  we  ever 
show  our  faces  at  Olympia  ^  or  at  any  Hellenic  gathering,  if 
we  were  to  find  our  own  slaves  outshining  us  there  by 
means  of  wealth  taken  from  us  ?  Dipaea,^  where  a  single 
line  of  Spartans  routed  many  myriads  of  Arcadians ;  Thyrea, 
where  three  hundred  Spartans  defeated  all  the  Argives; 
Thermopylae,  where  a  thousand  Spartans  held  their  ground 
against  the  seventy  myriads  of  Persia — ought  to  teach  us 
self-reliance  now.  Nothing  is  hopeless  in  war.  It  was  by 
war,  not  peace,  that  Athens  and  Thebes  grew.  And  in  this 
struggle  we  should  be  stimulated  by  remembering  that  all 
Hellas  is  watching  us  (§§  88-106). 

"  The  true  view  of  this  crisis  may  be  shortly  given.  By  Summar)-. 
staking  our  lives  on  this  good  cause  we  shall  save  them ; 
cowardice  would  be  not  only  base  but  fatal.  Let  us  imagine 
children  and  parents  pleading  with  us — these,  for  Sparta's 
future  name ;  those,  for  her  past.  No  king  of  our  house  has 
ever  led  you  to  defeat  Listen,  then,  as  prudent  men  listen, 
to  the  advice  of  those  who  in  practice  have  been  found 
trusty  guides"  (§§  107-111). 

The  Archidamus  has  a  real  hjstorical^  interest :  it  Remarkn.  ^ 
may  be  taken  as  an  expression,  highly  coloured  but 
in  the  main  faithful,  of  the  feeling  excited  in  a  ma- 
jority of  Spartans  by  the  re-establishment  of  Messenia 
at  their  side.  The  damage  thus  inflicted  on  Sparta 
did  not  consist  merely  in  the  reanimation  of  a  hostile 
State  which  had  long  been  in  decay.     It  consisted  in 

*  §  95.     As  Mr.  Grote  observes  (c.  the  Tegeatans    and    Argives :    8.   a 

78,   vol.  X.  p.  314,  n.   2),   no  free  battle  at  Dipaea — a  town  of  Maenalia 

Mcssenian  theoria  could  have  visited  in  Arcadia — ''against  all  the  Argives 

Olympia  since  723  B.C.  except    the    Mantineans '* :    4.    the 

'  §  99.     According  to  Herod,  ix.  third  Messenian  War,   464-455 :   5. 

36  the  five  6.ywv€i  in  which  Tisamenus  Tanagra,  457.     From  this  it  may  be 

of  Elis  was  victorious  in  company  inferred  that  the  battle  at  Dipaea 

with  the  Spartans  were — 1.  Plataea,  was    fought    between   479  and  464 

479  B.C. :  2.  a  battle  at  Tegea  against  B.c. 
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the  creation  anew  of  a  hostile  State  which  for  three 
centuries  had  been  dead ;  and  in  the  subtraction,  for 
that  purpose,  from  Sparta  of  what  had  been  for  three 
centuries  the  fairest  portion  of  her  territory — of  all 
the  country  from  the  Neda  to  C.  Acritas  and  from 
the  Western  slopes  of  Taygetus  to  the  sea.^  Archi- 
damus  denounces  the  allies  who  consented  to  such  a 
measure  as  worse  enemies  to  Sparta  than  helots  and 
Messenians.^  He  proposes  that,  if  need  be,  the 
Spartans  should  send  away  the  old  and  helpless — 
abandon  Sparta — and  pour  themselves  upon  Mes- 
senia  as  homeless  and  desperate  invaders/  If  the 
matter-of-fact  narrative  of  Xenophon  ^  gives  no  hint 
of  any  feeling  so  passionate  as  that  which  is  expressed 
by  the  second  Tyrtaeus,  it  vouches  at  least  for  a 
-^  resolution  no  less  firm  ;  a  resolution  which,  four 
years  later,  again  decided  Sparta  against  accepting 
a  peace.  ^ 
II.  4.  Areo-        AreopoQiticiLS.  [Or.  VII.] — In  this  speech  Isocrates 

pagiticas.  ^  ,  .  .  . 

contrasts  the  Athenian  democracy  as  it  existed  in 
the  middle  of  the^4th  century  B.C.  with  the  desQ- 
cracy  of  Solon  and  of  Cleisthenes  (§  16).  He  dwells 
chiefly  on  two  features  of  the  elder  democracy : — 

1.  the  preference  of  election  (aipea-i^)  tfe  ballot  {kXij- 
pfoais)  in  the  appointment  of  state  oflBcers,  §§  22  flF.  ; 

2.  the  supervision  of  public  morals  exercised  by  the 
Council  of  the  Areiopagus :  §§  36-55.     It  is  owing 

^  Cf.  Grote,  c.  78,  vol.  x.  p.  813.  clp-fiv-qv  xoi-fiiraaOai  koX  tQv  SXKtav 

3  «ft  11-14  ffvfifidxfifv  ixirperl/av  rots  fi^  /Sou- 

Xofiivois    ffOv    iavToTs    iroXc^tetv 

§§  70-87.  6,paxaj^<ra<r6ai'     ain-ol   8i    ftpa<raPf 

<  Xen.  H,  VII.  4,  §§  8-11.     dKo(f-  k.t.X. 

<rarr6t  8i  raura  o2  AaKeSaifjAvioi  rois  ^  After  Mantineia :  Diod.  xv.  89  : 

Tc     KopufSloit    <Tvv€pov\evoy     r^v  Plut.  Ages,  35. 
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to  the  prominence  of  the  latter  topic  that  the  speech 
has  been  called  ^ Apcotra/^tTtKo^.     It  is  cast  in  a  de-  Form, 
liberative  form.     Isocrates  supposes  himself  to  have 
given  notice  in  writing  to  the  prytanes  of  an  inten- 
tion to  speak  "On  the  Safety  of  Athens"  {irepl  atoTrjpla^ 

irpoaoiov   airoypdylraa-Oai,    §§    1,    15)  ;    and  to    be    now 

urging  in  the  ecclesia,  as  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
welfare  of  the  city,  the  restoration  of  censorial  power 
to  the  Areiopagus  (cf  §  84).  Like  the  De  Pace  (Or. 
viil),  this  speech  was  not  delivered,  or  meant  for  . 
delivery,  in  the  assembly.  The  deliberative  form  was 
adopted  merely  forthe  sake  of  giving  greater  life  and 
impressiveness  to  the  pleading. 

The  date  is  to  be  inferred  from  five  indications : —  Date. 
(1)  There  was  now  peace  on  the  frontiers  of  Attica 
(Va  irepl  rijv  x<i>P<^^).  and  a  confident  sense  of  security 
at  Athens,  §§  1-3  :  (2)  the  Athenians  had  "  lost  all 
the  cities  in  Thrace  "  (§  9) :  (3)  had  spent  more  than 
1000  talents  on  mercenaries,  ih.  :  (4)  had  got  a  bad 
name  in  Hellas  and  incurred  the  enmity  of  Persia, 
§  10  :  (5)  had  been  forced  "  to  save  the  friends  of  the 
Thebans  "  and  to  lose  their  own  allies,  ib. 

These  notices  point  to  one  of  two  dates :  to  346 
B.C.,  in  which  peace  was  concluded  between  Athens 
and  Philip ;  or  to  355,  in  which  the  Social  War, 
begun  in  357,  was  closed  by  a  peace  between  Athens 
and  her  allies. 

The  year  346  best  suits  (2),  since  it  was  only  in  Arguments 

-^  ^    ^'  -^  for346B.c. 

347  that  Philip  became  master  of  Olynthus  and  its 
confederate  towns.  On  the  other  hand,  a  general 
sense  of  security  (1)  could  not  be  said  to  have  existed 
at  Athens  in  346.     The  war  with  Philip  had  been 
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thoroughly  disheartening ;  and  the  deep  dismay  at 
Athens,  when  Philip  occupied  Phocis  a  few  days^ 
after  the  final  ratification  of  the  peace,  has  been 
described  by  Demosthenes.^  Further,  if  the  speech 
belonged  to  346,  we  should  have  expected  in  §§6, 
7  some  mention  of  Olynthus,  the  latest  and  most 
striking  instance  of  sudden  disaster  to  a  confident 
city ;  and  in  §§  8,  81  some  mention  of  Macedonia  as 
a  quarter  from  which  danger  was  supposed  to  threaten 
Athens ;  for,  though  Isocrates  did  not  himself  admit 
any  such  danger,  he  could  not  ignore  the  large  party 
who  in  346  apprehended  it,  and  to  whom  he  refers 
when  he  writes  in  that  very  year  to  Philip  :  Or.  v. 
§§  73-80. 
Arguments  The  year  3jj  evidently  fits  (1),  (2)  and  (4)  of 
B.C: —  the  conditions  mentioned  above.  Though  the  neces- 
sity of  recognising  the  autonomy  of  Chios,  Cos, 
Rhodes  and  Byzantium  had  been  humiliating  for 
Athens,  the  number  of  smaller  States  which  still 
paid  the  syntaxis  was  large  enough  to  inspire  the 
Athenians  with  pride  and  confidence,  in  the  absence 
of  any  danger  so  formidable  as  that  which  presently 
began  to  threaten  them  from  Macedonia.  The  troops 
of  Chares  had  been  almost  wholly  mercenaries,  and  it 
had  been  felt  as  a  relief  at  Athens  when  Artabazus 
helped  to  pay  them.  Artaxerxes  III.,  incensed  by  the 
aid  given  to  his  rebellious  satrap,  had  sent  (probably 
in  355)  an  embassy  to  Athens,  threatening  to  help  the 
Chians  with  300  ships ;  and  this  threat  had  hastened 
the  peace.^    As  regards  (2),  it  must  be  allowed  that,  if 

1  Dem.  dcF,  L.%  125.  «  jj,  ^g  q^^.  §  159^  3  pioj.  xvi.  22. 
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355  is  the  true  date,  the  airdaa^  of  §  9  is  a  rhetorical 
exaggeration.  According  to  common  usage,  al  iirl 
SpaKfjf;  7roX€A9  mean  not  only  the  towns  of  the  Chal- 
cidic  peninsula,  but  often  also  the  Greek  colonies  all 
along  the  southern  coasts  of  Thrace.^  Philip  had  not 
yet  got  Olynthus  or  the  32  towns  of  its  con- 
federacy. He  had,  however,  alienated  the  entire 
Olynthian  confederacy  from  the  Athenian  interest; 
and  had  taken,  in  358-356,  Amphipolis,  Pydna  and 
Potidaea.     As  to  (5),  the  words  in  §  10,  tou9  fJi^v  r&v 

SrfjSaitov  (f>LKov<;  <r^^€iv    i^vaytcaa-fiivoi   tov9   S'  'fjfjLeripov^ 

avTcSv  a7roXft)\e/coTe9,  have  been  explained  in  two  dif- 
ferent ways.  Schafer^  refers  them  to  the  circumstance 
that  during  the  Phocian  war  the  Messenians,  Argives 
and  Megalopolitans  had  been  threatened  by  Sparta, 
and  on  applying  to  Athens  had  received  a  qualified 
promise  of  support.  Rauchenstein  ^  finds  a  better 
clue  in  the  fact  that  Chios,  Rhodes  and  Byzantium 
had  been,  since  364,  friendly  with  Thebes.*  In 
allowing  these  important  allies  to  be  severed  from  her 
confederacy,  and   in   guaranteeing   their   autonomy, 

^  Rauchenstein,    Introd.    to    the      dosis,  which  he  thinks  must  have 

Areopag.  p.  107.  been  published  before  it.      But  on 

2  Schafer,  Deinosth,  u.  s.  ZeU,  vol.       ^^'^  P^^"*^  °^  inference  can  be  drawn 

I.  p.  462  n.:  Pans.  iv.  28.  1,  2.  ^~°^  *^«  ^^^^  ^^*  *^«  Areopag.  is 

not  mentioned  in  the  ArUidosis.    In 
»  Introd.  p.  108 :  Diod.  xv.  79.  the  ArUidosis  Isocrates  quotes  from 

*  Peace  was  concluded  about  mid-  several,  but  by  no  means  from  all,  of 

summer  355 :  Clinton,  F.  H,    Ranch-  his  important  works ;  and,  in  such  an 

enstein  places  the  Areopagiticus  in  apology  for  his  life  and  teaching,  it 

354,  following  Bohnecke,  who  assigns  can    be  easily  understood    why  he 

the  embassy  from  Artaxerxes  III.  to  avoided  reference  to  the  Areopagiticus, 

that  year.     But  according  to  Diod.  which  may  have  been  represented  as 

XVI.  22,  the  embassy  preceded  and  hostile  to  the  democracy — a  calumny 

hastened  the  peace ;  and  the  peace  which  he  himself  anticipates,  Areop. 

certainly  belongs  to  365.  §§  67,  70.    Schafer,  Bern,  u.  5.  Z,  iii. 

Clinton  refers  the  Areopagiticus  to  329,  also  puts  the  Areopagiticus  in 

353,  the  year  (probably)  of  the  Anti-  355. 


I- 
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Athens  was  therefore  giving  a  deliverance  to  "  friends 
of  the  Thebans."  The  sense  thus  put  on  o-^Jfetj;  is 
somewhat  strange ;  but,  on  the  whole,  the  explana- 
tion seems  tenable.  The  latter  half  of  355^  b.c.  may 
be  taken  as  the  date  of  the  Areopagiticus, 


"It  will  be  asked  why  I  come  forward  to  speak  ojoi  the 
*  safety '  of  Athens  at  a  time  when  she  has  a  fleet  of  more 
than  two  himdred  triremes ;  peace  on  her  frontiers ;  the 
command  of  the  sea ;  numerous  allies.  It  is,  in  truth,  this 
very  persuasion  of  security  which  alarms  me.  The  rise  and 
the  fall,  first  of  Athens,  then  of  Sparta,  prove  that  anxious 
Dangers  of  watchftilness  leads  to  success, — arrogance,  to   ruin.     Our 

confidence 

present  prosperity  is  hollow.  We  have  lost  the  cities  in 
Thrace,  spent  great  sums  on  mercenaries, — become  unpopular 
in  Greece, — revived  our  enmity  with  Persia, — saved  the 
friends  of  Thebes  and  lost  our  own.  Yet  we  have  twice  ~ 
held  a  public  thanksgiving;  and  in  the  ecclesia  we  are 
taking  affairs  as  easily  as  if  their  position  was  absolutely 
satisfactory.  The  reason  of  this  apathy  lies  deep.  The 
whole  political  constitution  of  Athens  is  vitiated.  When 
the  victories,  first  of  Conon,  then  of  Timotheus,  had  given 
Athens  the  control  of  Hellas,  she  could  not  keep  it  for  a 
moment.  Her  polity,  her  very  soul,  is  distempered;  and 
yet  we  do  not  attempt  to  minister  to  its  disease.  Chatting 
ui  the  workshops,  we  admit  that  never  under  a  democracy 
w^  there  wor§.e  government  ;..but  in  practice  we  are  con- 
tent to  have  it  so.  It  is  on  this  account  that  I  have  given 
notice  of  an  intention  to  speak  on  the  '  safety '  of  Athens. 

^  Oncken  (p.  79)  seems  to  refer  the  victory  gained  by  Chares  over  Adaeus, 

Areop.  to  858  B.o.  one  of  Philip's  generals,  at  Cypsela 

^  One  of  these  two  occasions  was  on  the  Hebras :  but  this  was  in  853 

probably    when    Chares,    aided    by  B.c.  (see  Schaf.  Dent.  i.  399)  and  no 

Artabazus,  had  defeated  the  Persian  one,  except  Clinton,  places  the  Areo- 

army  under  Tithraustes  in  356  B.C.:  pagiticus  later  than  854  :  Schneider 

see  Grote,   c.    86,  vol.    xi.    p.  324.  himself    (p.     71)    places    it    **soon 

What  the  other  occasion  was  is  more  after  "  the  end  of  the  war  in  355. 
doubtful.      Schneider  refers  to  the 
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Year  by  year  her  course  becomes  more  perilous ;  and  the 
only  hope  which  I  can  see  for  her  is  in  a  return  to  the  old 
paths.  I  wish  to  put  before  you  the  characteristics  of  that 
elder  democracy  which  Solon  founded  and  which  Cleisthenes 
reconstituted.  You  can  then  choose  between  it  and  the 
present  (^  1-19). 

"  Under  that  democracy,  licence  was   not  confounded 
with    freedom.     Political  *  equality '  has    been    understood  Tiie  old 

.  ,  ,  „  ,  democracy. 

m  two  senses — as  meanmg  either  that  all  are  to  share 
absolutely  alike,  or  that  every  man  is  to  receive  liis  due. 
Our  ancestors  preferred  that  'equality'  wliich  does  not 
efface  the  distinction  between  merit  and  worthlessness. 
They  did  not  take  officials  at  random  from  the  crowd,  but  its 
picked  the  fittest  for  each  task.^  They  held,  also,  that  ity." 
appointment  to  office  by  lot  was  less  truly  democratic  than 
selection.  In  the  one,  case^  chance  prevails — in  the  other, 
the  desire  of  choosing  genuine  friends  of  popular  govern- 
ment. This  system  satisfied  the  people  generally,  because, 
in  those  days^  every  .one  had  his  own  business  to  attend  to. 
Office  was  not  yet  looked  upon  as  an  easier  source  of  income 
than  private  industry.  Tlie  people  collectively  reined  ;  the 
rich  men,  who  had  leisure,  served  it  as  a  duty  (§§  20-27). 

"  Such  was  their  political  system.     From  it .  followed  its  general 
their  relations  to  the  gods  and  to  each  other.     Their  zeal  in     "®* 
the  services  of  religion  was  not  spasmodic,  but  equable  as 

*  It  is  difficult  to  say  how  much  offices,  lot  was  substituted  for  elec- 

Isocrates  meant  by  this  vague  asser-  tion  about  478  B.c. — Isocrates  prob- 

tion.      He  states    that    the    public  ably  believed  that,    in  the  case  ot 

officials  generally  (oi  riav  Tpayfidruv  archons,  atpeais  continued  to  be  the 

irurTaTovyres)  were  selected  according  rule  longer  than  it  really  did.     It  is 

to  merit    {Tf>oKpLp€iy).       It    is    now  [)ossible,    again,   that    in    his    time 

pretty  well  ascertained  :  —  1.   That,  Strategi  were  sometimes  appointed  by 

in  the  election  of  the  nine  archons,  ballot ;  and  also  that  the  proportion 

Cleisthenes    substituted    the    demo-  of  inferior  officials  so  appointed  was 

cratic  ballot  (KX-^pwris)  for  election  larger  than  in  former  times. 
{aXf>€ati),     2.   That  at  least  the  ten  See  Curtius,  App.  to  bk.  ii.  c.  2, 

Strategi,  and  the  Taniias  or  Steward  vol.  I.  p.  478  tr.   Ward  :  Rauchen- 

of  the  Public  Treasury,  were  at  all  stein,  Introd.  to  Areqp,  p.  112  :  C.  F. 

periods,  as  a  rule,  alperol,  not  kXripiO'  Herm.  Anit,  §  112.  7. 
Tol,     3.  That,  as  regards  most  other 
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the  blessings  for  which  it  expressed  their  gratitude — regular 
as  the  sequence  of  seed-time  and  harvest.  Their  private 
intercourse  was  embittered  by  no  class  -  feeling ;  the  poor 
were  proud  of  the  great  houses,  and  the  rich  helped  all  the 
enterprises  of  the  needy.  In  a  word,  it  was  safe  to  have, 
money,  and  easy  to  borrow  it  (^  28-35). 
The  Areio-  "  If  it  is  inquired  to  what  causes  such  results  may  be 

***^**        traced,  the  principal  cause  will  be  found  to  be  this — that 
the  ftdiicatjnn   of  thft  fiiti7fiB  di^  nO^i  ^^d  with  his  boyhood. 
The  Court  of  the  Areiopagus  was  the  recognised  guardian 
of  public  decorum.      Its  influence  at  that  time  upon  the 
whole  community  may  be  judged  from  its  influence  at  this 
day  upon  its  own  members.     We  see  how  the  worst  men, 
when  raised  to  it,  cease  to  obey  their  own  natures  and 
^^  become  loyal  to  its  traditions.     It  was  the  principle  of  this 
iCourt  that  deterrent  l^wa,  however  strict,  are  useless  without 
guardiau  /Jposijtive  mortJ  discipline;    that  the  happiness   of  citizens 
unwritten    depends,  not  on  paving  the  walls  of  their  porticoes  covered 
law.  ^|.jj  laws,  but  on   having  justice  in  their  hearts.      The 

Areiopagus  aimed,  not  at  punishing  merely,  but  at  pre- 
venting  crime.  It  was  especially  watchful  over  young 
men.  For  the  poorer  youths,  work  was  found  in  agri- 
culture and  commerce ;  for  the  richer,  in  vigorous  exercises 
of  mind  and  body.  This  watch  was  maintained  over  the 
daily  life  even  of  adults,  and  was  aided  by  the  division  of 
the  town  into  wards,  of  the  country  into  demes.  The 
Supreme  Court  knew  well  that  two  things  chiefly  restrain 
crime  :  probability  of  detection  and  certainty  of  punish- 
ment. Thus  controlled,  the  young  men  of  that  time  did 
not  spend  their  days  in  the  haunts  popular  now ;  nay, 
if  they  had  to  cross  the  market-place,  they  did  so  with 
downcast  eyes.  Disrespect  to  elders,  dissipation,  buffoonery, 
were  not  then  in  fashion. 

"  I  do  not  mean  to  be  hard  upon  youthful  follies.     My 
censure  is  meant  for  those  statesmen  who,  a  little  before  our 
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own  time/  abolished  the  controlling  power  of  the  Areiopagus. 
While  that  power  lasted^  Attica  was  so  secure  from  invasion  Sense  of 
and  from  faction  that  the  houses  in  the  country  were  hand- 
somer than  those  within  the  walls ;  many  citizens  never 
came  to  town  even  for  the  festivals.  The  contrasts  of  a 
thoroughly  vulgar  policy  were  not  to  be  seen  then.  There 
were  no  citizens  casting  lots  for  their  daily  bread  *  outside 
the  law-coui'te^  while  they  paid  strangers  liberally  to  fight 
.  their  battles :  no  choregi,  blazing  in  golden  robes,  who  were 
doomed  to  shiver  through  tl^^e  winter  in  rags.  The  Areiopa- 
gus,  while  it  had  power,  found  emplojnnent  for  the  poor  and 
V  restrained  the  excesses  of  the  wealthy  (^  36-55). 

"  Some  who  have  heard  this  account  of  our  ancestors' 
life,  while  admiring  it,  have  thought  that  my  advice  was 
unpractical — long  habit  cannot  be  broken  through, — and 
also  dangerous  to  myself.  I  shall  be  suspected,  they  say, 
of  desiring  an  oligarchy.  Now  if  I  were  praising  some  new  Thu  is  no 
scheme  of  government,  and  urging  the  appointment  of  a  Si^archy. 
special  commission  to  carry  it  out,  I  might  incur  suspicion. 
At  it  is,  I  have  only  been  urging  a  return  to  that  old 
system  under  which,  as  every  one  knows,  Athens  was  greatest. 
On  all  other  occasions,  too,  I  have  censured  dynasty  and 
supported  democracy — not  a  reckless  democracy,  but  one 
tempered  like  that  of  Sparta,  in  which  the  principle  of 
equality  is  most  truly  expressed.  If  we  go  through  the  , 
chief  cities  of  Hellas,  a  democratical,  not  an  oligarchical, 
form  of  government  will  be  found  to  have  been  most  fre- 
quently prosperous. 

"  Even  our  corrupt  democracy  would  seem  god-made  by 
the  side  of  the  government  of  the  Thirty  Tyrants.     It  was  The  Thirty 
their  doing  that  the  walls  of  Athens  were  levelled ;  that  the    ^^"^ 
dockyards,  which  had  cost  1000  talents,  were  destroyed  by 

^  §  50.    The  law  of  Ephialtes  is  ^  §  54  :    i,e,  for  employment  as 

usuaUy  placed  in  01.  Lxxx.  2,  459  dicasts:    cf.    de   Pae,    (Or.    viii.) 

B.C.  :  by  Curtius  in  460  {Sist,  Or.  §    130    rodt    dirb    rCtif    SiKoarriplw 

II.  381  trans.).  fQvras, 

VOL.  II  P 
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contract  for  three;  that  1500  citizens  were  put  to  death 
untried,  and  more  than  5000  banished.  When  the  exiles 
were  restored,  the  ecclesia  generously  voted  the  payment 
of  a  debt  contracted  by  the  adherents  of  the  Thirty  in 
making  war  upon  the  Peiraeus;  Athens  resumed,  on  the 
proposal  of  Sparta  herself,  the  empire  of  the  sea,  and,  later, 
was  besought  for  help  by  the  Power  which,  under  the 
Thirty,  had  constantly  dictated  to  her.  I  say  this  to  show, 
first,  that  I  am  no  friend  of  oligarchies :  next,  that  even  a 
bad  dp.TT^^y^ffipy  \r  fl  ,|ggg  ftvil  than  an  oligarchy. 
The  "  You  may  ask  why,  then,  I  am  dissatisfied  with  this 

S^^*  democracy,  seeing  that  it  has  been  productive  of  so  much 
cracy.  good  ?  I  answer  that  it  is  not  enough  to  excel  the  Tyrants  ; 
we  must  strive  to  reach  the  standard  of  our  ancestors.  No 
race  ought  to  be  better  than  the  Athenians.  As  other 
countries  have  their  special  products,  Attica  has  her  breed 
of  men ;  we  are  of  that  breed,  but  at  this  moment  we  dis- 
honour it.  Enough  of  this :  I  return  to  my  immediate 
subject  (^  56-77). 

"  If  our  general  system  of  government  remains  unaltered, 
all  its  particular  phenomena  must  continue  the  same — our 
conduct  of  war,  our  conduct  of  debate,  the  spirit  of  our 
private  life.  If  we  go  back  to  the  old  system  we  shall  get 
A  contrast  the  old  results.  Then  the  Greeks  trusted  us ;  then  the 
Persians  launched  no  war-ship  west  of  Phaselis ;  moved  no 
camp  beyond  the  Halys.^  The  generals  can  tell  you  how 
the  Greeks  hate  us  now ;  the  mind  of  the  Persian  king  may 
be  seen  in  his  letters.  Then,  the  citizens  were  so  educated 
as  to  be  a  terror  to  invaders  and  to  live  comfortably  with 

^  Demosthenes    de    FcUs.    Legal,  observes  (c   45,  v.   456),  even  the 

§  311  says  that  the  conditions  were  *'  one  day's  course  for  a  horse "  is 

— tirtrov  fikv  dp6fiop  ijfxipas  xe^  probably  more  than  the  truth.     But 

fA^    KaTopaUfeiif     iwl    rV    OdXaTTOM  the  statement  of  Isocrates  —  if,  in- 

paaiKia,    iurbs    3^    XcXiSwUop    (the  deed,     he     recollected     where     the 

Swallow  Islands,  opposite  the  fron-  Halyswas — ^is  a  strange  exaggeration, 

tier  of  Lycia  and  Pamphylia,   and  As  to  this  legendary  treaty,  see  note 

S.  W.S.  of  Cape  Phaselis)  koI  Kvwiw  on  Panegyr,  §  115. 
x\df^  fiwcpf  fiii  irXety.     As  Mr.  Grote 
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each  other;  now,  not  a  man  will  fight  but  for  pay,  and 
there  are  more  citizens  destitute  than  solvent.  If  we 
imitate  our  ancestors  we  shall  get  rid  of  our  own  troubles 
and  save  Hellas.  Believing  this,  I  have  come  forward  to 
urge  it ;  reflect,  and  vote  as  you  think  best  for  Athens " 
(^  78-84). 

The  purpose  of  the  Areopagitictis  involves  a 
contrast  between  old  times  and  new ;  it  has  therefore 
a  double  interest,  as  a  picture  of  the  past  and  of  the 
present.  As  a  picture  of  the  older  democracy  it 
supplements    the    Panegyricus.      The    Paneoyricus    \ 

dpar»rihfifl    ^}ip.    PYtprnnl     ypjations    Qf    Athftna    at  JJhe 

time  of  her  most  splendid  activity ;  ^  the  Areopagi' 
ticus  portrays  the  inner  life  by  which  that  activity 
was  created  and  nourished.  As  a  picture  of  the  new 
democracy,  this  speech  naay  .  be  QQiopared  with 
another  spoken  four^  years  later — with  the  First 
Philippic  of  Demosthenes.  The  First  Philippic  sets 
forthvividly  the  utter  indifference  of  the  Athenian 
public  to  the  foreign  concerns  of  Athens,  their  haJf- 
heartedness  in  all  things,  their  habitual  indolence 
broken  by  spasmodic  effoita.  which  always  came  too 
latej  the  Areopagiticus  exposes  in  detail  that  civil 
and  domestic  life  of  which  such  a  foreign  policy  was 
the  counterpart.  Demosthenes  saw  the  true  remedy 
in  a  more  earnest  attention  to  the  actual  crisis. 
Isocrates,  who  saw  the  inner  decay  but  believed 
in  no  urgent  danger  from  without,  found  the  remedy 
in  a  simple  return  to  old  forms  and  manners.* 

^  See  esp.  Panegyr,  §§  51-99.  usually  placed,  in  352. 

'  For  I  follow  Schafer,  Dem,  u,  a.  *  Dionys.  l8ocr.  8  characterises  the 

Zeitf  II.  66  ff.,  in  placing  the  First  Arecpag.  as  an  exhortation  to  €^oa- 

Philippic  in  351,  and  not,  as  it  is  fUa — the  deeomm  of  the  old  school. 
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The  powers  exercised  by  the  Areiopagus  before 
the  reforms  of  Ephialtes  were  of  two  kinds,  definite 
and  indefinite.  The  definite  powers  were : — 1.  A 
limited  criminal  jurisdiction  ;  2.  the  supreme  direc- 
tion of  religious  Tvorship,  especially  of  the  cultus  of 
the  Eumenides.  The  indefinite  powers  were  : — 1.  A 
general  supervision  of  all  magistrates  and  law-courts  ; 
2.  a  general  guardianship  of  the  laws,  with  the  right 
of  protest  (though  not  of  veto)  when  proposed  new 
laws  conflicted  with  old  ;  3.  a  general  control  of  the 
education  of  the  young ;  4.  a  general  censorship  of 
public  morals ;  5.  competence  to  assume,  in  emergen- 
cies of  the  State,  a  dictatorial  authority.^ 

The  definite  powers  of  the  Areiopagus  were  never 
at  any  time  taken  from  it.^  But  Ephialtes  abolished 
almost  ^  wholly  the  indefinite  powers.  It  is  for  the 
revival  of  these — especially  of  (3)  and  (4) — that  Iso- 


^  Such  as,  t,g.^  it  assumed  in  the 
year  of  Salamis.  Niebuhr  compares 
this  to  the  power  conferred  on  Roman 
consuls  by  the  formula  "  videant  ne 
quid  detrimenti,"  etc.  Vortrdgt  ilh, 
alte  Gesch,  ii.  29. 

^  It  has,  indeed,  been  supposed 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Areio- 
pagus was  temporarily  taken  away 
by  the  Thirty  Tyrants.  It  is  in  this 
sense  that  Mr.  Grote  (c.  46,  v.  498) 
understands  Lys.  de  caede  Eratoslh, 
§82: — f  Kal  xdrpibv  iari  Kal  i<t> 
ifiQv  dToSiSorai  toO  <ff6vov  rdf 
SlKas  5iKd^€iv  —  the  passage  mainly 
relied  on  by  those  who,  like  Meier, 
Boeckh  and  0.  Miiller,  think  that 
Ephialtes  abolished  the  criminal 
jurisdiction  of  the  Areiopagus.  But 
there  I  think  with  Hermann  that 
the  meaning  is  simply:  —  ''(that 
court)  of  which  it  is  the  ancestral 
right,  and  to  which  it  has  been 
assigned  in   your  own  time  also,  to 


try  causes  ot  homicide."  The  anti- 
thesis is  between  Tdrpiov  and  i4>* 
i^uav.  dTodiSoTox  means,  not  'We- 
storedf"  but  ** rendered,  assigned  as  a 
province.*'  The  idea  might  have 
been  expressed  thus — (}  Kal  xdrptdy 
iari  Kol  i<t>^  vfjuov  vTdpx^t"  The  state- 
ment of  Demosthenes  is  precise  and 
emphatic  (in  Aristocr.  §  66) : — rovro 
ixfuvov  r6  SiKaffTi^piov  oirx,l  r6pa»yo$ 
oOk  dXtyapxia  ov  drffioKparla  riL9 
<f>OPiKds  dlxas  d<f>€\i<rdai  TcrdXfirfKeu. 

'  The  Areiopagus  retained  the 
power,  shared  by  the  Senate  of  Five 
Hundred  and  by  all  magistrates,  of 
inflicting  small  fines :  cf.  Grote,  c. 
46,  v.  498.  And  on  at  least  one 
occasion  subsequent  to  the  reform  of 
Ephialtes — namely  in  405  B.C.,  after 
Aegospotami  —  the  Areiopagus  is 
found  acting  in  a  dictatorial  capacity : 
Lys.  in  JSralosth,  (Or.  xii.)  §  69, 
jrpaTTo6<n^s  riji  iv  *Ap€l(fi  irdytfi  povKijs 
Cbm^pia, 
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crates  is  anxious.  While  it  possessed  these,  the 
Areiopagus  had  been  the  strongest  influence,  though 
mainly  a  negative  influence,  in  the  State;  it  had 
been  able  to  impress  a  conservative  character  upon 
the  whole  civic  body.^  Deprived  of  these,  it  was 
merely  a  criminal  court  of  narrow  competence.  Its 
connection  with  what  was  most  venerable  in  the  old 
religion,  and  the  high  standing  of  its  individual  mem- 
bers, still  secured  to  it,  indeed,  a  large  measure  of 
respect.  Isocrates  speaks  of  the  influences  which, 
even  in  his  own  day,  changed  bad  men  when  they 
became  members  of  the  college.^  But  politically  the 
Areiopagus  was  now  powerless.  The  plea  of  Iso- 
crates for  a  restoration  of  its  strength  is  strikingly 
illustrated  by  the  protest  of  Aeschylus  against  its 
enfeeblement.  It  is  not  on  any  well-defined  func- 
tion,  but  rather  on  those  prerogatives  which,  being 
vague,  were  boundless,  that  orator  and  poet  alike 
insist : — 

Here,  on  the  Hill  of  Ares, 
Once  seat  and  camp  of  Amazons  who  came 
In  anger  against  Theseus,  and  defied 
From  their  new  ramparts  his  acropolis, 
And  poured  blood  imto  Ares,  where  is  now 
The  hill,  the  rock  of  Ares — in  this  place 
Awe  kin  to  dread  shall  hold  the  citizens 
From  sinning  in  the  darkness  or  the  light. 


^  Cf.  Curtius,  Hist,  Or,  bk.  in.  c 
II.  voL  11.  p.  378  tr.  Ward. 

3  §  38.  It  is  at  least  credible  that 
democrats,  on  becoming  members  of 
an  ancient  and  dignified  official  body, 
grew  more  conservative.  On  the 
esprit  de  corps  of  the  Areiopagus 
Niebahr  says : — "  Der  Areopag  est  ein 
merkwiirdiges  Beispiel  von  dem  was 


man  esprit  de  corps  nennt  in  seiner 
schonsten  Bedeutung,  wie  vor  der 
franzosischen  Revolution  der  pariser 
Parlament  eine  Gravitat  und  Unab- 
hangigkeit  hatte,  die  sich  alien 
Mitgliedem  mittheilten  und  das 
ganze  Leben  und  Weise  iiberging- 
en."  Vortrdge  Hh.  <Ute  Otaeh,  ii. 
p.  31. 
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While  their  own  voices  do  not  change  the  laws. 

•  ••••• 

This  Court,  majestic,  incorruptible, 
Instant  in  anger,  over  those  who  sleep 
The  sleepless  watcher  of  my  land  I  set.^ 

»  Bum,  660  ff 


CHAPTER    XVII 

ISOCRATES 

WORKS 

Forensic  Speeches 

The  six  forensic  speeches  extant  under  the  name  of     \/' 
Isocrates  belong  to  the  first  period  of  his  literary  life, 
and  cover  about  ten  years  403-393  B.c.     They  are 
all  in  private  causes,  and  may  be  classed  thus  : — " 

I.  Action  for    Assault    (SUrf   aUlasi).      Against 
Lochites.     [Or.  xx.] 

II.  Claim  to  an  Inheritance  (emSi/caala).     Aegi- 
neticus.     [Or.  xix.] 

III.  Action    to   Recover  a    Deposit    {Sltcrf  irapa- 

KaraOrjKrisi). 

1.  Against  Euthynus.     [Or.  xxi.] 

2.  Trapeziticus.     [Or.  xvii.] 

IV.  Action  for  Da/mage  {hUri  /SXa/Si;?).     Concern- 
ing the  Team  of  Horses  {irepl  rod  ^evyov^).     [Or.  xvi.] 

V.  Special    Plea    {Trapa^pa^rj).      Against    Calli- 
machus.     [Or.  xviii.] 

I.  Action  for  Assault  ^  {hltcq  aUlas:).  i.  Against 

Against   Lochites.    [Or.  xx.] — The  plaintiff,    "a 

^  It  may  be  asked,  '*What  is  there      rather  than  a  yf>a<p^  CPpeutV*    The 
to  show  that  this  is  a  Slxri  aULas      language  of  the  speech  itself  is  am- 
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Date. 


poor  man  and  one  of  the  people"  (§  19),  brings  an 
action  against  Lochites,  a  rich  young  citizen  (§  17), 
who  has  struck  him  a  blow.  The  penalty  demanded 
by  the  plaintiff  is  a  heavy  fine  (§  1 6). 

Two  points  help  to  fix  the  date.  (1)  Lochites  is 
too  young  to  have  had  any  part  in  the  doings  of  405 
B.C.  (§  11);  (2)  his  insolence  is  compared  to  that  of 
the  oligarchs  *'  who  gave  over  our  power  to  the  enemy 
and  levelled  the  walls  "(§  11).  This  by  no  means 
proves,  but  it  rather  suggests,  that  the  rebuilding  of 
the  walls  by  Con  on  had  not  begun ;  i.e.  that  the 
speech  is  earlier  than  393  b.c.  It  is  put  by  Sauppe 
in  394  B.c.^ 

Analysis.  The  fact  of  the  assault  (the  prosecutor  says)  has  already 

been  established  by  witnesses.*  Now,  bodily  injury  is  the 
most  grievous  kind  of  injury,  and  ought  to  be  atoned  for 
by  the  heaviest  punishment.  The  framers  of  the  Athenian 
laws  have  marked  their  sense  of  this  by  affording  two 
special  facilities  for  prosecution  in  such  cases.  First,  the 
prosecutor  is  not  required  to  deposit  caution  -  money. 
Secondly,  in  cases  of  outrage  (vjSpi^),  the  right  of  pro- 
secuting is  not  confined  to  the  person  injured.  Any 
citizen  cognisant  of  the  outrage  can  lay  an  indictment 
before  the  Thesmothetae.     Again,  it  is  in  order  to  prevent 


bigaoos.  The  offence  complained  of 
is  alluded  to  as  C^pis  in  §§  2,  7,  9, 16 : 
as  cUxta  in  §§5,  15.  But  on  general 
grounds  it  seems  likely  that  a  man 
placed  as  the  speaker  was  would  have 
brought  a  dUrj  eUKlaSf  as  being  easier 
to  sustain,  rather  than  the  more 
serious  ypa4>^  Oppcuts.  In  §  5  his 
mention  of  the  contumely  seems  to 
be  an  afterthought — i/Hp  ttjs  alxlat — 
Kal  rrjs  drifxlas — fJKu,  I  agree  with 
Dobree,   who    says — "videtur  esse 


actio  alxlaSf  quam  cum  graviori 
iipp€ut  siudiose  confundU  oraitn:*' 
The  speech  of  Demosthenes  against 
Conon  (a  case  of  alKia)  shows  just  a 
like  attempt  at  detPUMris, 

^  Ap.  Raucheustein,  AusgewahMe 
Beden  des  IsokrateSf  Introd.  p.  4  noU. 

2  "Praecessit  titulus  MAPTTP- 
lAI,"  Sauppe.  But  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  speech,  as  we  have  it, 
is  a  fragment. 
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personal  violence  that  the  penalty  for  abusive  language 
has  been  placed  so  high  as  500  drachmas  (^  1-3).  Out- 
rages which  were  committed  under  the  oligarchy  are 
punished ;  much  more  is  punishment  due  to  outrages  com- 
mitted under  the  democracy  (§  4).  Lochites  will  perhags 
argue  that  the  blow  has  jgroyed  Jiarniless.  But  it  is  not 
for  the  damage,  it  is  for  the  insult  that,,  the  plaintiff  claims 

satisfaction.     Lochites  acted  in  the  spirit  of  that  insolence 

-        _  -  - — ■  "■  -^ "  *■■  -    — 

whicTTTias  twice  overthrown  the  democracy  itself,  and  of 
which  every  manifestation  ought  to  be  checked  as  dangerous 
to  the  whole  community  (^  5-14).  Eich  men  alone  are 
interested  in  the  security  of  property.  But  rich  and  poor 
alike  are  concerned  in  the  repression  of  personal  violence. 
If  the  prosecutor  is  a  poor  man,  it  is  not  less  the  duty  and 
the  interest  of  the  judges  to  give  him  the  protection  of  the 
law  (§§  15-22). 

The  cleverness  of  this  speech  lies  in  the  s^geaker's  Remarks. 
identification  of  his  own  dignity  "  aa  a  man  of  Jiie 
people  ^'Jjov  yr\'Q6Qv^^£U).  .with-that  of  the  judges — 
men  of  the  people  too,  exposed  to  the  freaks  of  young 
men  who  happen  to  have  the  temper  of  the  Thirty 
Tyrants.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  rhetorical  skill  in 
the  passage  which  points  out  tliat  this  insolence  of 
Lochites  is  jiist  tlie  insolence  which  has  twice  over- 
thrown public  freedom  (§§  9-11).  The  speech  has 
one  special  characteristic  in  common  with  that  of 
Demosthenes  against  Conon.  Each  deals  with  an 
action  for  XMSauU  {aUia) ;  but  in  each  the  plain tifi* 
constantly  speaks  of  the  outrage  (vfipLi) — thus  seek- 
ing^  to.  combine  the  forces  of  two  distinct  forms  of 
accusation.^ 

1  Cf.  Demosth.  Or.   Liv.  §§   1,    11,   etc. :   esp.  §  17  ^ou/tdiiw  yi^p  iytaye 
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u.  Aegine- 
ticus. 


Date. 


II.  Claim  to  an  Inheritance  {hnUKoaLa). 

Aegineticvs.  [Or.  xix. ] — Thrasylochus,  a  citizen  of 
Siphnos,  one  of  the  Cyclades,  had  at  his  death  left  his 
property  to  the  speaker,  whom  he  had  previously 
adopted  as  his  son.^  The  speaker's  right  to  the 
inheritance  is  disputed  by  a  half-sister  of  the  testa- 
tor ;  and  the  speech  is  in  answer  to  her  claim  (eV^- 
Sifcaaia).  The  case  is  tried  at  Aegina,  where  the 
speaker  had  settled  {/caTOLKLadfjbevo^,  §  24)  before  his 
death. 

The  date  is  uncertain.  In  §§  18-20  there  is  a 
reference  to  the  seizure  of  Paros  by  some  exiles  from 
that  island  and  from  Siphnos ;  who  afterwards  took 
Siphnos,  and  drove  out  the  party  to  which  the 
speaker  belonged.  Now,  from  what  the  speaker  says 
about  his  family  in  §  36,  it  is  probable  that  he 
belonged  to  the  oligarchic  party,  and  that  the 
successful  exiles  were  democratic.  A  democratic 
revolution  would  have  had  most  chance  of  success 
just  after  the  sudden  blow  dealt  to  the  power  of 
Sparta — the  support,  throughout  Greece,  of  oligarchy 
— by  the  defeat  at  Cnidus  in  August  394  B.C. 
Probably,  then,  the  speech  may  be  put  at  the  end  of 
394  or  early  in  393  B.c.^ 


cf    tIs    iffTi     Tp6<pa<ris    Tap*    ijuv    ij 

Ttj  i^€\iyxfn'<ii'    Kal    TtJirTwy,    dLicrjv 

^  This  being  lawful  (in  all  Greek 
States  according  to  §  50)  when  the 
testator  had  no  legitimate  son,  and 
wished  to  leave  his  property  away 
from  the  next  of  kin,  who  would 
otherwise  succeed:  see  Isaeus  d^ 
MeneclU  hered.  [Or.  ii.]  §  13. 


'"^  Rauchenstein  (Introd.  to  his 
Select  Speeches,  p.  4)  quotes  Blass 
as  putting  the  speech  in  394  B.C., 
but  without  mentioning  his  reasons. 
Others  put  it  in  402  or  401,  according 
to  Henn,  de  hocratc  rhetore,  Koln, 
1861 :  (perhaps  referring  the  troubles 
in  Siphnos  and  Paros  to  the  effect 
of  the  Restoration  at  Athens  iu 
403  B.C.). 
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The  relationship  of  the  persons  chiefly  concerned 
is  shown  by  this  stemma  : — 

Thrasyllns  (by  first  wife) — (by  second  wife). 


I  I 

Daughter  Thrasylochus  Sdpolis  Daughter 

(the  claimant  (testator).        (who  died  before  (wife  of 

against  the  Thrasylochus,        speaker,  §  9). 

speaker,  §  6).  §  11). 

The  speaker  is  glad  of  the  opportunity  given  him  by  this  Analysis, 
trial  of  proving  publicly  how  much  better  his  right  to  the 
inheritance  is  than  that  of  the  female  claimant  (§§  1-4). 
He  then  explains  the  relations  between  the  family  of  Thra- 
sylochus (the  testator)  and  his  own  (^  5-9).  From  boyhood 
he  had  been  intimate  with  Thrasylochus,  and  had  nursed 
him  in  his  last  illness.  His  friend  showed  his  gratitude  by 
adopting  the  speaker  as  his  son — the  necessary  legal  pre- 
liminary to  making  him  his  heir,  and  securing  him  against 
the  claim  of  the  next  of  kin.  This  proceeding  is  shown  to 
be  in  accordance  with  (1)  the  law  of  Aegina,  in  which 
island  Thrasylochus  and  the  speaker  were  resident  when  the 
will  was  made ;  (2)  with  the  law  of  Ceos,  vaUd  also  in 
Siphnos,  of  which  the  parties  were  citizens ;  (3)  with  the 
law  of  the  city  to  which  the  female  claimant  and  her  repre- 
sentatives in  this  action  belonged.  [The  name  of  this  city  is 
nowhere  stated]  (^  10-15.) 

The  speaker  next  contrasts  his  own  conduct  towards 
Thrasylochus  with  that  of  the  female  claimant.  In  the  first 
place  he  had  saved  the  very  property  now  in  question. 
Thrasylochus  and  his  brother  Sopolis,  citizens  of  Siphnos, 
had,  for  security,  placed  the  greater  part  of  their  fortune  in 
the  neighbouring  island  of  Paros.  Pares  was  suddenly  seized 
by  a  party  of  democratic  exiles,  Parians  and  Siphnians,  led 
by  one  Pasinus.  At  the  risk  of  his  hfe,  the  speaker  sailed 
by  night  to  Paros,  and  carried  the  endangered  property  back 
to  Siphnos.     Presently  the  democratic  masters  of  Paros  at- 
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tacked  and  took  Sipluios  itself.  The  speaker — whose  family 
belonged  to  the  aristocracy  of  the  island,  and  had  even  given 
it  kings — was  among  those  who  were  forced  to  fly.  He  took 
with  him,  not  only  his  own  mother  and  sister,  but  Thrasy- 
lochus,  who  was  then  in  weak  health.  The  speaker  and  his 
family  wished  to  remain  at  Melos.  But  Thrasylochus  en- 
treated them  to  accompany  him  to  Troezen ;  and,  though 
they  knew  the  place  to  be  unhealthy,  they  consented.  The 
speaker's  sister  and  mother  died  soon  after  their  arrival.  He 
afterwards  nursed  Thrasylochus  through  a  long  and  distress- 
ing illness  in  Aegina.  During  that  illness  the  half-sister  of 
Thrasylochus,  who  now  claims  his  property,  never  once 
visited  him ;  nor,  on  his  death,  did  she  attend  his  funeral 
(^  16-33). 

Her  advocates  do  not  question  the  genuineness  of  the 
will,  but  complain  of  it  as  unreasonable  and  unjust.  It  is, 
however,  perfectly  reasonable,  since,  by  adopting  the  speaker 
as  his  son,  Thrasylochus  provided  against  his  family  being 
extinguished  and  his  mother  and  sister  left  destitute.  It 
is  also  just ;  for  the  speaker  was  in  all  respects  best  entitled 
to  the  inheritance.  The  choice  of  him  as  heir  would  have 
gratified  Sopolis,  the  late  brother,  and  Thrasyllus,  the  late 
father,  of  the  testator  (^  34-46).  The  speaker  claims  a 
verdict  on  the  ground  of  his  benefits  to  the  deceased ;  of  the 
will ;  and  of  the  law  with  which  the  will  accords  (^  47—51). 

Remarks.  Thls  is  p^rhaps  the  J^est  of  the  extant  forensic 

speeches  of .  laocrates.  It  is  almost  f^e  from  the 
artificialism  which  injures  more  or  less  the  effect  of 
all  the  rest.  The  passage  in  which  the  speaker  gives 
the  proofs  of  his  devotion  to  Thrasylochus  (§§  18-27) 
is  powerful  because  it  is  clear  and  plain.  Nowhere 
else  does  Isocrates  come  so  near  to  the  especial 
excellences  of  Lysias.^ 

1  Cf.  Vol.  I.  p.  169. 
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III.  Action  to  Recover  a  Deposit  {irapaKara- 
1.  Against  Euthynus.    [Or.  xxi.l — Soon  after  the  m.  1. 

Against 

establishment  of  the  Thirty  Tyrants,  some  personal  Euthynus. 
enemies  of  Nicias  the  plaintiflf  threatened  ^  to  strike 
his  name  oflf  the  list  of  citizens  and  to  have  him 
enrolled  for  military  service  under  Lysander.  There- 
upon Nicias  mortgaged  his  house,  sent  his  servants 
out  of  Attica,  deposited  the  sum  of  three  talents 
with  the  defendant  Euthynus,  and  went  to  live  in 
the  country.  Presently,  wishing  to  leave  Attica,  he 
applied  to  Euthynus  for  his  money.  Euthynus 
repaid  two  of  the  three  talents,  but  disclaimed  know- 
ledge of  the  third.  At  the  time,  Nicias  could  only 
complain  to  friends.  He  now  brings  against  Euthy- 
nus an  action  for  withholding  {airoarepriaat^  §  16) 
the  third  part  of  the  deposit.  The  speaker  is  a 
friend  of  the  plaintiflf;  the  date  is  evidently  just  after 
the  restoration  of  the  democracy,  403  B.c.^  Date. 

Lysias  wrote  a  speech,  now  lost,  for  Euthynus.* 
Diogenes  Laertius  also  mentions  a  speech,  in  answer 
to  that  of  Isocrates,  by  Antisthenes;  which,  if 
genuine,  was  probably  a  mere  exercise.^ 

The  speaker  can  show  good  reason  for  appearing  as  AnaiysU. 

^  As  the  tense  expresses  (§  2)—      626.— Blass  {Att,  Bereds.  p.  858)  and 
i^\€i<pov—iviypaft>ov,  Sauppe  (0.  A,  ii.   199)  agree  in  re- 

2  The  technical  word,  apparently.       ^«"^"«  ^*  ^V^^»  ^*^'*^*- 
Among     his     d«tx„Mra;v    6v6^ra,  '  ^'""S-    Lae^.    vi.    15   irp^    t6v 

Pollux    gives    TapaKaraeifKTfp    diro-        I<roicpdTow  d/xd^por     Sauppe  (0.  ^. 

arepriirai  (vi.  154).  "•  1^^)  ^^'""^^  ^^*^  ^^  "P^®^^*  ""^ 

declamation,  is  directly  alluded  to  by 

»  Paulo  post  Thrasybuli  et  exulum  isocrates,  Panegyr.  §  188,  rodt  8i  t&p 

in  patriam  reditum  :   Sauppe  0.  A.  ^^^  d^<rprrrovyras  (xph)  xpdi  fikv 

^''  ^^^*  r^v   xapaKaraOiiKTiv   koX   T€pl  r&v 

*  itpbt  '^iKiav  x€pL  wapaKaradifiKriSf  dXXaw    ^u     vvw    ^Xvapovai    xa^cffOai 

cited  by  Clemens  Alex.  Strom,  vi.  p.  ypdipoyras. 
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advocate  of  the  plaintiff.  Nicias  is  his  friend,  an  injured 
man,  and  has  no  practice  in  speaking  (§  1).  The  facts  of 
the  case  are  then  stated  (^  2-3). 

As  no  one,  freeman  or  slave,  was  present  when  Kicias 
deposited  or  demanded  the  money,  no  witness  can  be 
brought  The  case  for  the  plaintiff  must  rest  solely  on  pre- 
sumptive evidence  (rexfii^pui,  §  4).  Now,  vexatious  lawsuits 
are  usually  brought  by  needy  and  fluent  men  against 
wealthy  men  who  cannot  speak.  But,  in  this  case,  the 
defendant  is  poorer,  and  a  better  speaker,  than  the  plaintiff. 
Again,  the  temptation  to  dishonesty  was  stronger  for 
Euthynus  than  for  Nicias ;  since  for  the  former  the  gain  was 
certain,  but  the  claim  of  the  latter  might  fail.  The  state  of 
public  affairs,  too,  at  the  time  made  robbery  easy  and  redress 
hopeless  (^  5-7). 

Had  Nicias  wished  to  practise  extortion,  he  would  not 
have  chosen  as  victim  his  own  first  cousin  Euthynus,  a  man, 
too,  with  little  money  but  with  many  friends.  Probably 
Euthynus  himself  would  not  have  chosen  out  his  kinsman  to 
wrong,  if  the  fact  of  the  deposit  had  not  made  the  oppor- 
tunity too  tempting  (^  8-10).  The  strongest  presumption 
for  the  defendant's  guilt  may  be  found  in  the  time  of  the 
transaction.  Under  the  Thirty,  Euthynus  was  all-powerful. 
Nicias,  merely  on  account  of  his  wealth,  was  exposed  to 
danger.  Thus  Timodemus  extorted  30  minae  from  him  by 
the  simple  threat  of  arresting  him.  At  such  a  time,  it  is 
more  likely  that  he  should  have  been  a  victim  than  a 
slanderer  (g  11-15).  Euthynus  will  perhaps  say  that  it  is 
unlikely  that  he  should  have  repaid  two  talents  and  with- 
held the  third.  It  was  just  the  foreseen  plausibility  of  this 
argument  which  emboldened  him.  Judicious  frauds  of  this 
kind  are  common ;  they  ought  not  to  be  encouraged  by  the 
acquittal  of  Euthynus.  Besides,  the  same  argument  will 
serve  Nicias,  Wliy,  if  he  wished  to  extort  money,  should 
he  not  have  claimed  all    three    talents  ?     No    fraudulent 
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motive  can  be  assigned  for  his  demanding  only  one.  But 
the  motive  of  Euthynus  in  repaying  two  is  clear.  It  was 
notorious  that  Nicias  had  deposited  a  sum  of  money  with 
him ;  but  the  amount  of  that  simi  was  unknown.  He  saw, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  safe  for  him  to  steal  a  part  of  it, 
but  unsafe  to  steal  the  whole  (§§  16-21). 

Philostratus  reckons  this  "  unattested  '*  ^  speech  Remark*, 
one  of  the  two  best  of  Isocrates,  praising  it  for  a 
temperate  and  compact  power  of  expression,^  as  he 
praises  the  Archidamus  for  brilliancy  and  spirit.  The 
choice  may  seem  arbitrary ;  but  at  least  there  is  no 
adequate  ground  for  doubting  the  genuineness  of  the 
speech  against  Euthynus.  Benseler  thinks  it  spurious ; 
first  and  chiefly,  because  the  examples  of  hiatus  are 
stronger  and  more  frequent  than  he  can  conceive 
Isocrates  admitting;  then,  on  account  of  the  short, 
compact  periods.^  But  surely  the  canons  observed 
by  Isocrates  in  his  mature  style  cannot  be  applied  so 
rigorously  to  early  works,  especially  when  these  are 
forensic.  The  composition  of  the  Aegineticus  offers  a 
contrast  as  strong  as  possible  to  that  (for  instance)  of 
the  Panegyricus^  and  yet  the  authenticity  of  the 
Aeginetic%is  is  thoroughly  well  attested. 

2.   Trapeziticus  [Or.  xvii.] — A  subject  of  Satyrus,  m.  2.  iv«- 
king   of  Bosporuis,*  brings    an    action    against    the  ^*^  ^ 


1  Entitled  in  the  MSS.  irpbs  Ed- 
O(fvow  dfidpTvpos,  and  cited  by  Philo- 
stratus simply  as  6  dfidprvpot. 

»  PhU.  FU,  Soph.  I.  17,  6  «*  dfidp^ 
Tvpot  liTxpv   McIkvvtqu.  KtKokoffiUpypf 

ii  T€fK68ovt  IffOKdtXovs  t^Xcvt^ 

'  Bens,  de  hiatu,  p.  56,  Isocratem 
contenderim  ne  potnisse  qoidem... 
tarn  foedos  hiatus  admittere  [e,g,  §  2, 


erecdfr  oi  rptdirorra — §  4,  iofdyicq  iK 
reKfirjpluty — §  11,  duvvfjOrj  d5iK€Uf], — 
Again  :  ''Tota  brevium  sententiarum 
conformatio  non  Isocratea  est" 
Benseler  is  answered  by  Henn  <U 
IsocrcUe  rhetore  (Eoln,  1861),  p.  10  f. 
^  It  was  to  this  Satyrus  that  the 
Mantitheus  of  Lysias  Or,  xvi.  (§  4) 
was  sent  by  his  father.  —  Pantica- 
paeum  (also  called  Bosporus)  in  the 


224 


THE  ATTIC  ORATORS 


CHAP. 


Date. 


banker  Pasion,  for  the  recovery  of  money  alleged 
to  have  been  placed  in  Pasion's  hands.  The  details 
of  the  case  are  reserved  for  the  analysis  of  the 
speech  itself. 

Two  points  fix  the  date.  (l)  The  Lacedae- 
monian supremacy  on  the  sea  is  spoken  of  as  a 
thing  of  the  past  (§  36) ;  that  is,  the  time  is  after 
the  battle  of  Cnidus,  August  394  B.C.  (2)  Satyrus 
I.  of  Bosporus  is  alive  (§  57):  but  he  died  at  the 
siege  of  Theudosia  in  393  B.c.^  The  speech  belongs, 
then,  to  the  end  of  394  or  early  part  of  393  B.C. 


AnaiyBis.  "  An  action  of  this  class  is  always  difficult  to  maintain. 

The  business  between  a  banker  and  his  customer  is  trans- 
acted without  witnesses ;  and  the  banker  usually  commands 
money,  friends,  and  credit  (§§  1-2).  The  facts  of  this 
case  are  as  follows.  I  came  to  Athens,  partly  for  pleasure, 
partly  for  business,  having  been  sent  out  with  two  corn- 
ships  by  my  father,  who  is  governor  of  a  large  district,  under 
Satyrus,  prince  of  Bosporus.  I  was  introduced  to  Pasion 
and  opened  an  account  with  him.  Meanwhile  my  father 
had  been  arrested  by  Satyrus  on  suspicion  of  treason.  Some 
men  from  the  Euxine  who  were  at  Athens  received  the 
orders  of  Satyrus  to  take  possession  of  all  my  property 
and  to  send  me  home.  In  this  difficulty  I  consulted  Pasion 
and  decided  to  give  up  a  small  sum  to  the  agents  of  Satyrus, 
but  to  deny  the  existence  of  the  larger  sums  which  I  had 


Tauric  Chersonese,  on  the  W.  shore 
of  the  Cimmerian  Bosporus,  was 
founded  by  Miletus  about  550  B.o. 
It  became  the  chief  town  of  the 
kingdom  of  Bosporus ;  of  which  the 
territory  stretched  west,  along  the 
coast,  about  50  miles  to  Theudosia, 
another  colony  of  Miletus  ;  and  also 
included  parts  of  the  east  coast  of 


the  strait.  The  first  dynasty  of 
Bosporian  kings,  the  Archaeanac- 
tidae,  began  to  reign  about  480  b.c. 
according  to  Clinton.  Satyrus  I. 
reigned  from  407  to  893  b.c.  [See 
Clinton  F,  H,  ii..  Appendix  xiii., 
on  the  Kings  of  Bosporus.] 

^  Diod.   xiv.   93.      Rauchenstein, 
Introd, 
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lying  in  Pasion's  bank.  To  help  the  deception,  Pasion  was 
to  represent  me,  not  only  as  having  no  balance,  but  as 
owing  money  to  himself  and  others.  Having  arranged 
matters  with  the  agents  of  Satyrus,  I  prepared  to  set  out 
upon  my  homeward  voyage,  and  applied  to  Pasion  for  my 
money.  He  told  me  that  he  had  not  the  means  of  re- 
funding it  just  then.  I  then  sent  to  him  my  friends  Philo- 
melus  and  Menexenus ;  and  to  them  he  repudiated  the  debt 
altogether  (§§  3-10). 

"  Presently  news  came  that  my  father  was  restored  to 
the  favour  of  Satyrus.  Pasion,  aware  that  there  was  now 
no  longer  any  reason  why  legal  proceedings  should  not 
be  openly  taken  against  him,  hid  his  slave  Cittus,  who 
knew  the  truth.  When  Menexenus  demanded  that  Cittus 
should  be  given  up,  Pasion  retorted  that  we  ourselves  had 
made  away  with  him,  after  bribing  him  to  give  us  money 
from  the  bank.  Presently,  however,  Cittus  was  found  in 
Athens  by  Menexenus,  who  then  demanded  that  he  should 
be  given  up  by  Pasion  for  torture.  Pasion  at  first  asserted 
that  Cittus  was  a  freeman.  Subsequently,  however,  he 
consented  to  submit  him  to  the  question:  but,  when  we 
met  for  that  purpose,  refused  to  allow  torture  to  be  applied 

(S  11-16). 

*'  Finding  that  his  conduct  was  blamed  by  every  one,  he 
next  sought  a  private  interview  with  me.  He  pleaded 
poverty  as  the  cause  which  had  forced  him  to  deny  the 
debt.  He  then  gave  me  a  bond  that  he  would  accompany 
me  to  the  Euxine  and  there  pay  the  money — thus  avoiding 
a  scandal  at  Athens.  The  bond,  which  stipulated  that,  if 
we  could  not  come  to  an  agreement,  Satyrus  should  arbi- 
trate, was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Pyron  of  Pherae,  a  mer- 
chant in  the  Euxine  trade.  In  the  event  of  an  amicable 
settlement,  he  was  to  bum  it;  otherwise,  to  place  it  in 
the  hands  of  Satyrus  (^  17-20). 

"  Meanwhile   Menexenus   had   upon   his    own    account 
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brought  an  action  for  libel  against  Pasion.  Pasion  was 
now  terrified  lest  Menexenus  should  get  hold  of  our  bond. 
He  implored  my  mediation,  which  I  refused.  Desperate,  he 
bribed  the  slaves  of  Pyron,  and  found  means  of  tampering 
with  the  bond.  He  then  became  defiant,  and  refused  to  go 
with  me  to  the  Euxine  or  to  pay  the  money.  When  the 
bond  was  opened  before  witnesses,  it  was  found  to  release 
Pasion  from  all  claims  on  my  part  (^21—23). 

"  Pasion  will  rely  much  on  this  forged  document.  That 
it  is  a  forgery  is  evident  (1)  from  the  terms  of  the  docu- 
ment itself;  (2)  from  the  absence  of  motive  on  my  part 
for  giving  such  a  release ;  (3)  from  my  daring  to  come  into 
court  now;  (4)  from  Pasion*s  eagerness,  before  he  had 
tampered  with  the  bond,  to  have  it  cancelled.  Such  frauds 
are  common.  Last  year,  Pythodorus,  a  friend  of  Pasion, 
opened  the  balloting-urn  of  the  Senate,  and  changed  the 
names  of  those  who  had  been  nominated  as  judges  in  the 
festal  contests  (§§  24-34). 

"  Or  perhaps  Pasion  will  contend  that  I  had  no  money  at 
all  here.  Among  other  things  which  disprove  this  is  the 
fact  that  he  himself  became  security  for  me  in  seven  talents 
when  a  vessel  upon  which  I  had  lent  money  was  denounced 
as  being  the  property  of  a  Delian,  and  I  was  in  danger  of 
being  put  to  death  untried.  In  a  word, — which  is  more  prob- 
able— that,  at  a  moment  when  I  was  helpless,  I  should 
have  brought  a  false  charge  against  Pasion,  or  that  he 
should  have  been  emboldened  to  defraud  me?  (^  35- 
50). 

"  Ultimately  Pasion  did  not  go  himself  to  the  Bosporus,  but 
sent  Cittus  as  his  agent.  Satyrus  declined  to  give  a  judg- 
ment, but  took  my  part,  and  wrote  in  my  behalf  to  Athens. 
It  is  the  clearest  argument  for  my  claim  that  Pasion  de- 
clined my  challenge  to  have  his  slave  tortured.  Consider 
the  strength  of  my  cause :  remember  the  benefits  of  Satyrus 
and  his  father  [Spartacus  I.]  to  Athens,  for  whose  sake  he  has 
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often  sent  away  empty  the  corn-ships  of  other  States, — and 
give  just  sentence  in  my  favour"  (§§  51-58). 

The  Trapeziticus  has  a  special  interest  as  illus-  Remarks, 
trating  the  relations  between  Athens  and  the  king- 
dom of  Bosporus, — relations  which  remained  no  less 
friendly  under  the  successors  of  Satyrus  I.^  Benseler 
believes  this  speech,  like  the  last,  to  be  spurious. 
His  ground  is  the  frequency  of  hiatus.^  The  Trape- 
ziticus  is,  however,  cited  by  Dionysius,  not  merely 
as  genuine,  but  as  the  typical  forensic  work  of  Iso- 
crates ;  ^  and  is  thrice  named  by  Harpocration  with- 
out suspicion.*  It  has  been  further  asked — Was 
this  a  mere  declamation  ?  °  There  is  nothing  what- 
ever to  prove  it;  and  one  point  is  against  it. 
Pasion,  the  banker,  bore  a  high  character  at 
Athens.^  The  writer  of  a  declamation  would  not 
have  selected  him  as  the  object  of  an  imaginary 
charge  of  fraud. 


^  Satyrus  I.  was  succeeded  in  393 
by  his  son  Lcucon,  who  reigned  till 
353.  Leucon  received  the  citizenship 
of  Athens,  and  on  his  part  granted 
exemption  from  the  tax  on  exports 
(^th,  rptaKoarii)  to  Athenian  corn- 
ships  :  Dem.  in  Lept.  §§  29  ff.  In  the 
time  of  Demosthenes,  about  400,000 
medimni  of  corn  (roughly,  600,000 
bushels)  came  to  Athens  yearly  from 
the  Bosporus  (t^.).  The  Satyrus 
mentioned  by  Deinarchus  (Or.  i.  §  43) 
and  called  n^pavi'of,  is  probably  Satyrus 
II.,  who  did  not  come  to  the  throne 
till  310  B.C.,  but  who  at  that  time 
(324  B.  c. )  may  have  shared  the  power 
of  his  father  Paerisades. 

°  Bens,  de  hiatu,  pp.  54  ff. 

'  I)e  Isoer,  cc  18-20.  In  c.  19, 
Trapez,  §§  1-14  are  quoted  and  criti- 


cised.    See  above,  p.  56. 

*  s.  vv.  Ihjfji^oiPOff  KapxlyoSf  ffmi' 
vlrris. — Blass,  Alt.  Bereds,  ii.  211- 
214,  affirms  the  genuineness. 

'  Both  this  and  the  speech  Against 
Euthynus  are  apparently  thought  to 
be  declamations  by  Benseler  (1.  c), 
who  gives  no  reasons.  The  same 
view  is  noticed,  and  rejected,  in  a 
good  essay  on  this  speech  {de  Isoeratis 
Oratumibus  Forensihus  CommerUa- 
tionia  Specimen  i.)  by  Hermann  Starke, 
Berlin,  1845. 

^  Demosthenes  praises  Pasion  (with 
whom  his  father  had  dealings,  In 
Aphob,  I.  §  11),  even  in  the  speech 
For  Phormio,  where  he  is  attacking 
Apollodorus,  Pasion's  son  {Pro  Phorm, 
§§  48-48). 
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cerning the 
Team  of 
Horses. 


Occasion. 


IV.   Action  for  Damage  (S//c^  pKa^^<i). 

Concerning  the  Tewm  of  Horses  (irepl  rov  ^evyov^). 
[Or.  XVI.] — The  speaker  is  the  younger  Alcibiades.^ 
Tisias,  an .  Athenian  citizen,  alleges  that  the  elder 
Alcibiades  had  robbed  him  of  a  team  of  four  horses,- 
and  sues  the  son  for  their  value. 

The  charge  has  a  close  likeness  to  another  men- 
tioned elsewhere.  Alcibiades  had  entered  seven  four- 
horse  chariots  at  the  Olympic  festival.^  One  of  these 
chariots  had  originally  belonged  to  the  city  of  Argos. 
Diomedes,  an  Athenian,  had  commissioned  Alcibiades 
to  buy  it  for  him  from  the  Argives ;  Alcibiades  had 
done  so,  and  had  then  entered  it  as  his  own.  Plutarch 
identifies  the  case  of  Diomedes  with  this  case  of  Tisias.  ^ 
From  §  49  of  our  speech  it  appears  that  the  horses  had 
won  a  victory  for  Alcibiades  at  Olympia,  and  in  §  1 
he  is  said  to  have  bought  them  from  Argos.^ 


^  In  Lys.  Or.  xiv.  (irar*  'AXici/Stddou 
A.)  §  28,  Francken  alters  airnjs  to 
avToVf  making  the  Hipponieiis  men- 
tioned there  the  brother  of  the  younger 
Alcibiades ;  and  thinks  that  it  was 
for  this  Hipponicus  that  Isocrates 
wrote  the  speech.  He  is  led  to  this 
view  by  a  fancied  discrepancy  between 
the  age  of  the  speaker  in  Lysias  Or. 
XIV.  and  the  speaker  here.  Bat  no 
son  of  Alcibiades  named  Hipponicus 
is  anywhere  mentioned.  {Comment. 
Lys.  p.  107  f.) 

^  Zevyoi  must  mean  quadrigae,  as 
the  race  for  two  horses  {awutpls)  at 
Olympia  was  first  held  in  01.  93.  1, 
408  B.C. :  Diod.  xiii.  75. 

'  Of  01.  91,  416  B.C.,  according  to 
Blass  {AU,  Bereds.  ii.  205) :  of  01. 
90,  420  B.c.,acc.  toGrote(vii.  76  n.) 
and  Cox  {Hist.  9r.  ii.  293) :  of  01. 
89,   424  B.C.,  ace  to  Thirl  wall  (iii. 


316).     I  incline  to  416  b.c. 

*  Plut.  Alcib.  c.  12.  After  telling 
the  story  about  Diomedes,  he  adds — 
(palverat  d^  koX  dlKij  avffrda-a  irepl 
To&rov,  KoX  X6701  *laoKpdTei  y4ypaTTai 
xepl  rov  l^e&yovi  inrip  rov  'AXxi^iddoi; 
trcud&tf  iv  (}  Ttor/af  iarlVf  od  Aiofn^Srjs 
6  diKaadfji€yos.  There  are  two  other 
versions  of  the  wrong  done  by  Alci- 
biades to  Diomedes.  (1)  According 
to  Diod.  XIII.  74,  Alcibiades  was 
joint-owner  with  Diomedes,  but  left 
out  the  latter's  name  in  entering  the 
chariot  for  the  race.  (2)  According 
to  [Andoc.]  in  AU.  §  26  Alcibiades 
took  the  horses  from  Diomedes  by 
force — screened  by  his  influence  with 
the  Elean  6.yii)vb0^ax.  Hermann 
Starke,  in  his  Commentary  on  this 
Speech  and  Or.  xviii.,  p.  16,  iden- 
tifies the  cases  of  Tisias  and  Diomedes. 

*  The  substitution  of  **  Diomedes  *' 
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Tisias  could  not  charge  Alci  blades  the  son  with  Form  of 
complicity  in  a  fraud  committed  before  he  was  born ;  ^  "^^  ^^* 
he  must  therefore  have  brought  against  him  simply  an 
action  for  damage.^  The  damages  were  laid  at  five 
talents  (§  46).  The  defendant  says  {ih.)  that,  if  cast 
in  the  suit,  he  will  be  disfranchised.  This  means  that, 
as  he  was  unable  to  pay,  an  action  of  ejectment  (efouXiy?) 
would  be  brought  against  him :  if  cast  in  this,  he 
would  have  to  pay  to  the  Treasury  a  sum  equal  to  the 
original  damages ;  and,  faiUng  to  do  this,  he  would  be 
disfranchised  (artfux;)  as  a  state-debtor. 

In  §  45  the  speaker  says  that  he  was  born  just  Date, 
before  his  father's  banishment  (in  415  B.C.) ;  that  is, 
at  the  end  of  416  or  early  in  415  B.C.  The  action 
could  not  have  been  brought  against  him  until  he  was 
eighteen  years  old ;  i.e.  until  the  end  of  398  or  the 
beginning  of  397  B.C.  On  the  other  hand,  not  much 
time  would  have  been  lost  in  bringing  it.  The  date, 
then,  is  probably  397  B.c.,^ — about  two  years  earlier 
than  that  of  the  Lysian  speeches  "Against  Alcibiades."* 

The  speech,  as  extant,  appears  to  be  mutilated  at 
the  beginning, — the  lost  part  having  contained  the 
statement  of  the  facts,  followed  by  the  citation  of 
evidence.*  The  speaker  now  passes  to  a  general  de- 
fence of  his  father's  life. 

for ''Tisias"  may  have  been  due,  Blass  ^  The   year  396    is    assumed    by 

suggests  {Att.  Ber,  11. 205),  to  Ephorus  Sauppe,  ap.  RaucheDstein,  Introd.  to 

(see  above  p.  46),  from  whom  Diodorus  Select  Speeches  (p.  4) ;  by  Kriiger  ad 

probably  got  it.  Clinton,  F.  H.  sub  anno  OL  96.  1 : 

'  Cf.  Demosth.  xpds'Sawrlfiaxop  koX  and  by  Hermann  Starke  in  his  Com- 

XeyoirelBrjv  [Or.  xxxviii.].    Nausima-  mentary  on  this  Speech  and  the  irp6f 

chus  and  Xenopeithes  accused  their  KaXX/fiaxov,  p.  21. 

guardian  of  malversation  in  his  trust.  ^  Vol.  i.  p.  251. 

Afterhisdeath,  they  brought  an  action  -*  In  the  Urbino  MS.  of  Isocrates, 

against  hissoDS.  Batthiswasnotadfiri;  according  to  Bekker,  the  words /Lun;- 

iiriTpoinjs :  it  was  simply  a  Hktj  fikd^rit.  vOeU  Ifdrj  in  §  320  of  Or.  XV.  are  im- 
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Analysis.  The  Specific  charge  against  him,  the  defendant  says,  has 

now  been  disproved.  It  has  been  shown  on  the  evidence  of 
the  ambassadors  from  Argos,  and  of  others  acquainted  with 
the  facts,  that  his  father  had  bought  the  yoke  of  horses  in 
question  from  the  city  of  Argos,  and  had  not  taken  them  by 
force  from  Tisias  the  plaintifif.  But,  as  usual,  the  defendant's 
appearance  in  a  private  lawsuit  has  been  made  an  opportunity 
for  slandering  his  father's  political  career.  No  vindication 
of  that  conduct  will  be  required  by  the  older  men  present. 
For  the  sake  of  the  younger,  however,  the  facts  shall  be 
briefly  stated  (^  1-4). 

Alcibiades  was  the  victim  of  the  men  who  concerted  the 
Revolution  of  the  Four  Hundred.  Finding  that  he  would 
not  come  into  their  schemes,  they  brought  against  him  the 
two  most  odious  charges  which  they  could  devise, — that  of 
profaning  the  Mysteries,  and  that  of  undermining  the  demo- 
cracy. Their  accusations  broke  down  ;  and  he  was  appointed 
commander  of  the  expedition  to  Sicily.  In  his  absence,  they 
again  caballed  against  him.  Sentenced  to  an  unjust  banish- 
ment, he  still  respected  the  welfare  of  Athens.  He  went  to 
Argos  and  lived  quietly  there,  until  the  persecution  kept  up 
by  his  enemies  at  home  at  last  drove  him  to  Sparta.  The 
acts  imputed  to  him — his  having  caused  Deceleia  to  be  for- 
tified, having  thrown  the  islands  into  revolt,  having  guided 
the  tactics  of  Sparta — admit  either  of  denial  or  of  justifi- 
cation. Athenian  citizens,  who  tasted  the  bitterness  of 
banishment  under  the  Thirty,  ought  to  sympathise  with  an 
exile  who  was  eager  to  return.  Let  them  remember,  too, 
what  Alcibiades  was  before  his  banishment — how,  with  200 
hoplites,  he  gained  for  Athens  the  greatest  cities  of  the 
Peloponnesus, — and  how  he  commanded  in  Sicily.     Again, 

mediately  followed  by  the  words  roii  probably    stood,   he    thinks,    before 

lUovi  6.yGxTUf  in  §  3  of  Or.  xvi.,  though  what  now  remains  of  Or.  xvi.     {Oi\ 

there  is  no  mark  of  a  lacuna.     From  AU,  i.  291.)    The  style  of  the  opening 

this,  Sauppe  infers  that  a  page  or  is,  as  Blass  says  {AU.  Ber.  ii.  206), 

more  was  wanting  in  the  archetype  decisive  against  tlie  theory  that  the 

of  our  MSS.     The  title  MAPTTPIAI  speech  is  a  SevrcpoXoyfa. 
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let  them  remember  what  was  the  position  of  aflairs  at  the 
moment  when  they  received  him  back.  The  democracy  had 
fallen ;  the  democratic  army  at  Samos  regarded  the  oligarchic 
rulers  of  Athens  as  worse  enemies  than  the  Spartans ;  and 
the  oligarchs  were  seeking  help  from  the  Spartan  garrison 
at  Deceleia.  The  Persian  king  was  paying  the  Spartan  fleet ; 
and  90  Phoenician  ships  were  at  Aspendus.  Then  it  was 
that  the  generals  sent  for  Alcibiades.  Instead  of  disdaining 
them,  he  came  at  their  call,  and  restored  the  prosperity  of 
Athens  at  home  and  abroad  (^  5-22). 

It  remains  to  speak  of  his  private  life — after  a  word  as 
to  his  descent.  On  the  paternal  side,  he  sprang  from  the 
Eupatridae, — on  the  maternal,  from  the  Alcmaeonidae — a 
family,  one  of  whose  members,  Alcmaeon,  was  the  first 
winner  of  a  chariot-race  at  Olympia, — a  family  which  was 
true  to  the  people  throughout  the  forty  years  of  the  Peisis- 
tratid  tjrranny,  and  which  produced  the  leaders  under  whom 
the  tyrants  were  overthrown.  Alcibiades,  whose  father  fell 
at  Coroneia  (great-grandson  of  him  just  named),  became  the 
ward  of  Pericles.  On  reaching  the  age  for  military  service 
he  distinguished  himself  as  one  of  1000  picked  hoplites 
whom  Phormio  led  into  Thrace.  He  afterwards  married  the 
daugliter  of  Hipponicus, — whose  hand  was  another  prize  won 
by  him  from  many  competitors.  About  the  same  time  he 
conducted  a  sacred  embassy  to  Olympia ;  and,  scorning  to 
excel  as  a  common  athlete,  sought  a  more  splendid  triumph 
in  the  chariot-race.  He  entered  more  and  better  teams  than 
tlie  greatest  State  could  have  afforded ;  and  gained  the  first, 
second,  and  third  places.  As  regards  his  other  public 
services,  they  might  have  been  less  brilliantly  performed,  and 
yet  have  formed  the  glory  of  other  men :  but  to  praise  him 
for  them  would  be  trivial  (^  23-35). 

His  loyalty  to  the  democracy  was  proved  by  his  suffer- 
ings. His  banishment  was  the  first  preparation  for  the 
oligarchy  of  the  Four  Hundred,  and  the  first  consequence  of 
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the  oligarchy  of  the  Thirty.  His  interests  were,  indeed, 
closely  bound  up  with  yours.  The  Tyrants  knew  this ;  and 
while  they  drove  others  from  Athens,  drove  Alcibiades  from 
Hellas ;  thinking  that  it  would  be  vain  to  level  the  walls, 
unless  they  removed  him  who  could  restore  them.  Among 
those  Tyrants  was  Charicles,  brother-in-law  of  Tisias.  Tisias 
himself  was  a  senator  under  the  Thirty,  and  yet  dares,  in 
this  instance,  to  violate  an  amnesty  which  alone  protects 
his  own  life  (^  36-44). 

The  defendant  appeals  to  the  pity  of  the  judges.  He 
has  had  experience  enough  of  troubles.  He  was  not  four 
years  old  when  his  father  was  banished, — his  mother  being 
already  dead — and  was  then  in  danger  of  his  life.  He  was 
still  a  boy  when  he  was  driven  from  Athens  by  the  Thirty  ; 
and  at  the  restoration  of  the  democracy,  was  prevented  by 
his  enemies  from  benefiting  by  the  grant  of  land  made  to 
those  whose  property  had  been  confiscated.  The  damages 
are  now  laid  at  five  talents.  He  is  too  poor  to  pay  this, 
and  will  therefore  be  disfranchised.  The  father's  victory  at 
Olympia  ought  not  to  have  for  a  result  the  son's  disgrace, — 
a  citizen  who  has  ere  now  lost  his  privileges  in  the  cause  of 
the  people  ought  not  again  to  lose  them  by  the  people's  vote. 
(^  45-49). 

Remarks.  Isocratcs  marks  elsewhere  his  admiration  for  the 

genius  of  the  elder  Alcibiades  ;^  and  the  praise  given 
to  him  here,  one-sided  though  it  is,  was  probably  not 
due  merely  to  the  partiality  of  an  advocate.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  so  strong  an  eulogy  of  so  unpopular 
a  man  can  hardly  have  been  written  for  delivery  in 
court,  and  that  the  speech,  as  it  stands,  must  have 
been  retouched.^     Rather  in  this  very  offence  against 

1  See  Philippus  [Or.  v.]  §§  61,  67  :       (1862),  p.  277  f.,  ap.  Blass  AU,  Ber. 
Busiris  [Or.  xi.]  §  6.  i.  490  and  ii.  207. 

^  Rauchenstein,    Schweizer,   Mus, 
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forensic  persuasion,  and  in  the  thoroughly  epideictic 
character  of  the  whole,  we  may  recognise  the  first,  and 
not  the  second,  thoughts  of  Isocrates.  Lysias  took 
some  verbal  hints  from  this  speech  when  (in  396  or 
395)  he  wrote  for  the  nephews  of  Nicias.^  It  is  in- 
teresting to  contrast  our  speech  with  that  Against 
Alcibiades  of  the  pseudo.Andocides,2  and  with  the  two 
speeches  of  Lysias.^  In  all  four  there  is  much  wild 
misrepresentation ;  but  together  they  are  aids  to  esti- 
mating a  man  whom  neither  enemies  nor  friends  could 
describe  with  moderation. 

V.    Special  Plea  (Traparfpa<f>ri). 

Against  CalUmcLchus.    [Or.    xviii.] — Callimachus  v.  Against 
had   brought  against  the   defendant   an  Action  for  chus. 
Damage  {hUr)  fixd^rj^).     The  defendant  has  entered  a 
Special  Plea  to  show  that  the  action  is  not  maintainable. 

The  facts  of  the  case  are  these.  In  403  B.C.,  during 
the  short  reign  of  the  Ten  who  succeeded  the  Thirty, 
Patrocles,  the  Archon  Basileus,  denounced  Callimachus 
for  having  in  his  possession  a  sum  of  money  which 
was  liable  to  confiscation,  as  being  the  property  of  a 
man  who  had  joined  the  exiles  in  the  Peiraeus.  The 
Ten  referred  the  case  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate 
decided  that  the  money  should  be  confiscated.  On 
the  restoration  of  the  democracy,  Callimachus  brought 
an  action  (1)  against  Patrocles,  from  whom  he  recovered 
ten  minae ;  (2)  against  one  Lysimachus,  from  whom 

^  CompareespeciallyLys.  Or.  XVIII.  imitation   is    less    close,    but    still 

§  3  with  Isocr.  Or.  xvi.  §  21.     In  manifest. 

Lys.  §  4  compared  with  Isocr.  §  5,  '  Vol.  i.  p.  131. 

Lys.  §  4  with  Isocr.  §  46,  etc,  the  »  VoL  i.  p.  251. 
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he  recovered  two  minae ;  (3)  against  the  defendant. 
The  defendant  compromised  the  case,  paying  two 
minae ;  and  this  compromise  was  sanctioned  by  the 
award  of  an  arbitrator^  chosen  by  the  parties.  Such 
an  award  was  a  bar  to  further  litigation.  Notwith- 
standing this,  Callimachus  presently  sued  the  defendant 
for  100  minae  on  the  same  account.  The  defendant 
brought  a  witness  to  show  that  the  action  was  barred 
by  the  previous  arbitration.  Callimachus  was  then 
bound  to  prove  that  the  witness  was  perjured.  He 
did  not  attempt  to  do  this,  but,  favoured  by  the 
Archon,  merely  brought  his  action  afresh. 

The  defendant  now  avails  himself  of  the  new  law 
of  Archlnus,  passed  soon  after  the  Kestoration  of  the 
democracy.  This  provided  that  any  person,  against 
whom  an  action  was  brought  in  violation  of  the 
Amnesty,  should  be  allowed  to  enter  a  Special  Plea 
(irapaypa^i]) ;  that  such  Plea  should  be  heard  before 
the  cause  was  tried ;  and  that  the  bringer  of  the  Plea 
should  speak  first.  ^  If  either  party  failed  to  obtain 
^th  of  the  votes  on  the  Special  Plea,  he  was  liable  to  the 
fine  of  the  ep6belia  (^th  of  the  damages  originally  laid).^ 


*  §  10  dlcuray  iirl  j^rjToU  ixerpi- 
\l/afup  Nuco/xdxV  BarijOep.  It  was 
first  agreed  between  Callimachas  and 
the  defendant  that  the  latter  shoald 
pay  two  minae.  They  then  chose 
Nicomachus  arbitrator.  He  had  no 
discretionary  power.  His  business 
was  simply  to  give  the  formal  sanction 
of  an  arbitrator's  award  to  the  terms 
already  settled  between  the  parties. 
This  is  the  meaning  of  dlaira  iiri 
jnfroiti  ** Arbitration  wnder  terms" 
Of.  Or.  XVII.  §  19,  €l  U  fi^  ravra  Toiij- 
ffeie  (Ilaalutp),  diatToy  M  lirjroU  iiri- 
rpexe  Zari/py,  i<p*  ^  re  ifOTa7i7>'(^- 


^  It  seems  probable  that  the  xapa- 
ypaifr^  itself,  as  a  form  of  proceeding, 
came  into  existence  witli  the  law  of 
Archlnus ;  being  at  first  limited  to 
alleged  breaches  of  the  Amnesty,  and 
afterwards  extended  to  other  grounds 
of  exception.  The  older  term  for  a 
special  objection  to  the  adversary's 
course  of  proceeding  seems  to  have 
been  d.vTiypa<f>i^  or  i^utfioffia.  (See 
C.  R.  Kennedy  in  the  Did,  AiU,  s. 
V.  Paragraphe.) 

'  Callimachus  is  said  to  be  threat- 
ened with  dn/xia  (§  35)  in  the  same 
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As  the  original  Action  for  Damage  would  have  been 
tried  under  the  presidency  of  the  Thesmothetae,  these 
would  be  presidents  of  the  court  at  the  hearing  of  the 
Special  Plea  also. 

The  Amnesty  of  403   is   recent   (§  29) ;   on  the  Date, 
other  hand,  there  has  been  time  for  examples  of  that 
tendency  to  violate   it  which    led    to   the    measure 
of  Archlnus  (§  2).      Probably  the   speech   may    be 
referred  to  the  year  402  b.c.^ 

The   Special  Plea  is  a  novelty,  and  its  form   must  be  Analysis, 
explained.     The  speaker  then  states  the  law  of  Archinus. 
He  can  show  that  Callimachus  has  violated  the  Amnesty ; 
that  the  charge  is  untrue  in  itself;  and  that  the  matter  in 
dispute  had  already  been  settled  by  arbitration  (g  1-4). 

A  narrative  of  the  facts  follows  (^  5-12). 

"  Callimachus  intends,"  the  defendant  goes  on,  "  to  deny 
that  any  arbitration  took  place.  It  is  not  likely,  he  will 
say,  that  he  should  have  chosen  as  referee  my  friend 
Nicomachus ;  or  that  he  should  have  taken  two  minae  in 
payment  for  a  hundred.  But  the  terms  of  the  reference  left 
no  discretionary  power  to  Nicoraachus ;  and  it  is  not  sur- 
prising that  a  claimant  who  had  no  real  case  at  all  should 
have  been  satisfied  by  two  minae.  Even,  however,  if  there 
had  been  no  arbitration;  even  if  no  witnesses  could  be 
brought ;  you  could  infer  the  truth  from  my  past  character. 
When    the  oligarchy  was  strongest,  —  when  injustice  was 

sense  as  Alcibiades  in  Or.  xvi.  §  46  :  vaicTiJ<rcte.     Weisaenbom,  quoted  by 

i,t.  if  he  could  not  pay  the  damages,  Hermann  Starke   {Commentatio,   p. 

he  would  incur  a  d^Ki; /^ot;X7;f  ;  if  cast  12,   note   24),  points  out  that  the 

in  this,  a  fine  to  the  treasury ;  and  latter  clause  implies  a  time  so  soon 

for  non-payment  of  the  fine,  i-egistra-  after  the  troubles  that  Athens  still 

tion  as  a  public  debtor,  which  implied  lay  at  the  mercy  of  Sparta.     Blass 

dn/xia.  {AtU  Ber.   II.   196)  takes  399  b.c.  ; 

^  §29  vvhyviov  ydp  i<mv  i^  o5...  Pfundand  Benseler(td.)  397;  Sanneg, 

elt  6pKovs  Kal  avye-^Kat  KaT€4>ijyoti€v,  400  ;    Rehdantz,    403-400 ;    Kriiger 

&f    el  AoKeSaifidyioi    ToXftfev    irapa-  {ap.  Starke)  400. 
^alueiVf  <r<l>6Sp'  &y  fKatrroi  vfjuay  dya- 
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easiest, — I  never  assailed  the  fortunes  or  life  of  any  citizen, 
nor  struck  any  one  off  the  civic  list  to  place  him  upon  the 
muster-roll  of  Lysander.  Is  it  likely  that  I  should  have 
dared  to  do  so  when  the  oligarchy  was  tottering  ?  (^  11-18). 

"This  is  enough  to  show  that  the  accusation  is  untrue. 
It  can  also  be  shown  that  the  action  is  illegal.  The  Amnesty, 
and  the  oaths  which  ratified  it,  shall  be  read  to  you. 
Callimachus  thinks  to  set  aside  the  compact  thus  solemnly 
sworn  to.  Yet  when  Philon  of  CoelS  was  accused  of  mal- 
versation upon  an  embassy,  and  had  no  defence  to  offer,  that 
compact  protected  him.  And  it  deters  your  most  influential 
citizens,  Thrasybulus  and  Anytus,  from  claiming  great  sums 
of  which  they  were  robbed  from  those  whom  they  know  to 
be  answerable.  Do  not  allow  Callimachus  to  break  an 
agreement  which  has  been  salutary  to  all  Athens.  Youi- 
verdict  will  affect  the  credit  of  public  compacts  generally. 
It  is  by  these  that  ciWlised  life  is  held  together ;  in  these, 
when  we  had  been  conquered  by  Sparta,  we  found  refuge ; 
and  it  would  be  ill  for  us  if  Sparta  were  to  break  her  oaths. 
But  how  can  we  be  trusted  abroad  if  we  violate  pledges 
given  among  ourselves  ?  You  try  this  cause  under  two 
oaths — that  which  all  judges  take,  and  that  which  ratified 
the  public  amnesty  (^  19-34). 

"  Callimachus  will  bewail  his  poverty  and  his  peril ;  he 
will  inveigh  against  the  crimes  of  the  oligarchy.  The  plea 
of  poverty  is  no  defence  for  a  slanderer  who  has  brought 
peril  upon  himself ;  the  crimes  of  the  oligarchy  are  irrelevant 
(^  35—41).  Men  will  infer  from  your  verdict  whether  the 
Amnesty  is,  or  is  not,  to  be  observed.  You  yourselves  know 
that  that  Amnesty  has  brought  us  peace  and  honour  in 
exchange  for  an  infamous  civil  war  (^  42—46).  Shall  it 
be  broken  by  a  man  of  such  life  as  Callimachus  ?  During 
the  ten  years  of  our  war  with  Sparta,  he  kept  away  from 
us.  When  the  Thirty  came  to  power,  he  returned  to  Athens. 
When  they  were  about  to  fall,  he  went  to  the  Peiraeus ; 
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when  the  Spartan  army  had  blockaded  the  exiles  there,  he 
fled  to  Boeotia.  You  do  not  know  him  as  I  do.  Cratinus 
once  had  a  lawsuit  for  a  farm  with  the  brother-in-law  of 
Callimachus.  A  personal  encounter  took  place;  and  the 
brother-in-law  of  Callimachus  swore  that  a  female  slave  of 
his  had  died  of  a  blow  received  from  Cratinus  during  the 
fray.  Cratinus  allowed  them  to  bring  their  action ;  and,  as 
soon  as  Callimachus  had  sworn  that  the  woman  was  dead, 
produced  her  alive.  That  such  a  man  should  accuse  others 
of  falsehood  is  as  if  Phrynondas  should  say  that  his  neigh- 
bours are  blackguards;  or,  Philurgus,  the  stealer  of  the 
Gorgon's  head,  should  tax  his  neighbours  with  sacrilege 
(^  47-57). 

"  But  there  will  be  other  opportunities  of  denouncing 
Callimachus ;  I  wish  now  to  recall  one  of  my  own  merits. 
When  our  fleet  was  lost  at  Aegospotami,  I  was  one  of  the 
few  trierarchs  who  saved  their  ships ;  and  the  only  one  who, 
on  returning  to  the  Peiraeus,  did  not  lay  down  his  trierarchy. 
In  partnership  with  my  brother,  I  continued  to  serve,  bring- 
ing com  to  Athens  in  defiance  of  Lysander's  prohibition. 
For  this  you  crowned  us — at  a  time  when  crowns  were  less 
common  than  they  now  are.  Eemember  the  contrast 
between  Callimachus  and  me ;  remember  the  Amnesty ;  and 
decide  in  the  interests  of  justice  and  of  Athens"  (^  58-68). 

The  genuineness  of  the  speech  has  been  doubted  Remarks, 
by  some  modem  critics;  one,  at  least,  of  whom  is 
inclined  to  ascribe  it  to  Isaeus.^     In  uniform  plainness, 


^  Fulviua  Ursinus  {Virgilius  cum 
Oraeds  scriptoribus  collatus,  p.  230 — 
quoted  by  Hermann  Starke,  Com- 
mcrU,  p.  2)  gives  it  to  Isaeas  on  the 
ground  of  style.  Spengel  (crw.  tcx''"*'* 
p.  iz.)  seems  inclined  to  agree  with 
him — ''si  modo  haec  Isocratis  est; 
Ursino  Fulvio  Isaeus  auctor  videtur." 
Dobree  has  merely,  "Qu.  an  Isocratis" 
{Adv,  I.  281).      Starke  quotes  Fab- 


ricius,  Bibl,  Or.  ii.  p.  789,  as  pointing 
out  that  these  doubts  probably  arise 
from  the  fact  that  in  Harpocration 
s.  V.  ^Vlvtavt  where  the  speech  is 
quoted,  'liratos  was  a  false  reading 
for  *l<roKp6iTyii.  Under  biKa  koX  d€Ka- 
douxoi  Harpocr.  quotes  'laoKpdrTjs  iv 
TQ  irpbi  KaXX.  irapaypatpy  without 
suspicion :  and  so  the  Schol.  to  Ar. 
Nub.  1134. 
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indeed,  it  differs  even  more  decidedly  than  the 
Aegineticus  from  the  latter  writings  of  Isocrates. 
But  this  plainness  accords  with  his  own  forensic  ideal 
as  hinted  in  the  Panathenaicus ;  ^  and,  instead  of 
proving  anything  against  the  authenticity,  rather  tends 
to  show  that  his  manner  cannot  be  inferred  from  one 
period  only  of  his  work.  The  closeness  and  detail  of 
technical  argument,  especially  in  §§  1-41,  is  certainly 
like  Isaeus.  But  this  was  made  necessary  by  the 
complexity  of  the  facts  and  by  the  very  nature  of  the 
paragraphs,  turning,  as  it  did,  upon  the  question  of 
form. 

^  In  Panath.  §  1  he  describes  for-  ing  that  he  did  write  some  forensic 

ensic  speeches  as  Toi>s  ivXtos  SoKovprai  speeches,  then  probably — when  most 

elprjaOai  xal  firiSe/uas  KOfi\l/&rrrroi  fieri-  careful — he  would  have  given  them 

Xocras.     It  is  true  that,  there,  he  is  thecharacteristics  which  he  recognises 

describing  the  styles  which  (he  says)  as  distinctive  of  their  class, 
he  had  not  cultivated.     But,  assum- 
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The  nine  ^  Letters  of  Isocrates  may  best  be  taken  in 
their  probable  chronological  order. 

1.  To  Dionysius.  [Ep.  i.] — This  is  the  proem  of  i.  Letter 
a  letter  to  Dionysius  the  Elder,  tyrant  of  Syracuse  Dionydus. 
from  405  to  367  B.C.,  urging  him  to  interfere,  for  the 
common  good,  in  the  affairs  of  Greece.     The  fragment 
breaks  off  just  as  Isocrates  is  going  to  explain  the 


^  The  letter  beginniDg  Trp&K-ofiiroi 
KoX  I>apdo0xoi,  K,T.\,f  which  is  printed 
in  the  older  editions,  with  the  head- 
ing AIONTSIOI,  as  the  Tenth  Letter 
of  Isocrates,  is  not  his.  It  is  by 
Theophylact  Simocatta  (flor.  610- 
629  A.D.)  in  whose  extant  collection 
of  85  letters  it  stands  79th.  By  a 
strange  mistake  it  was  added  to  the 
letters  of  Isocrates  in  the  Basel  edi- 
tion of  1546 ;  and,  with  a  stranger 
negligence,  it  was  retained  in  every 
subsequent  edition  until  Baiter  and 
Sauppe,  in  their  Oralorea  Attid 
(1839-43),  set  the  example  of  expelling 
it.  See  their  Preface  to  the  text  of 
Isocrates,  p.  vi.  — This  is  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Byzantine  letter : — 
''Escorts,   ushers,    heralds,   the  ac- 


quisition of  a  great  throne  are  a  mist 
upon  philosophy,  a  severance  from 
virtue.  You  have  not  changed  your 
nature  with  your  fortune ;  the  shell 
which  encases  your  spirit  is  still 
fleshly  ;  why,  then,  are  you  so  puffed 
up  with  vainglory?  The  soaring 
flights  of  your  fortune  have  taken 
you  out  of  your  old  sphere  of  quiet 
thought  —  have  quelled  your  sober 
madness  of  philosophy.  Of  old  you 
were  sublime  in  your  humility  ;  now 
you  are  low  and  earthy  in  your  high 
estate.  Resign,  then,  this  false  pros- 
perity ;  desert  the  fortune  which 
will  desert  you ;  for,  if  you  are 
beforehand  with  the  heartless  goddess, 
you  will  not  grieve  when  the  change 
comes  on  you  suddenly  "  (§§  1-2). 
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purpose  for  which  he  asks  this  interference.  But  the 
purpose,  which  could  hardly  have  been  doubtful,  is 
expressly  stated  in  the  Philippus  (§  8).  Isocrates 
wished  Dionysius  to  undertake  the  work  which  he 
had  already^  pressed  on  Athens  and  Sparta  and 
which  he  afterwards  pressed  on  Archidamus  and  on 
Philip — the  leading  of  united  Greece  against  Persia. 

Three  points  are  helps*  towards  fixing  the  date. 
(1)  Isocrates  is  too  old  and  infirm^  for  a  voyage  to 
Sicily  :  §  1.  (2)  The  Spartan  supremacy  is  past ;  the 
Carthaginians  are  in  such  a  plight  as  to  be  thankful 
if  they  can  keep  their  own  territory  :  §  8.  (3) 
Friendly  relations  exist  between  Dionysius  and 
Athens.  Now  the  references  in  §  8  might  be  applied 
to  the  latter  part  of  394  B.C.;  in  which  year  the 
defeat  at  Cnidus  destroyed  at  least  the  naval  supre- 
macy of  Sparta,  and  Dionysius  imposed  a  humiliat- 
ing peace  upon  Imilcon.  But  in  394  B.C.  Isocrates 
was  only  forty-two.  And  the  good  understanding 
between  Dionysius  and  Athens  was  not  established 
before  369  B.C.'  The  time  indicated  is  more  probably 
368  B.C.  In  that  year  Dionysius  was  again  at  war 
with  the  Carthaginians,  and  was  at  first,  though  not 
finally,   successful.'*      This    letter    may    have    been 


>  In  §  129  of  the  PhUippus  (346 
B.C.)  Isocrates  says  that  he  had  urged 
Athens  to  lead  Greece  before  he  had 
asked  any  other  power  to  do  so.  If 
this  was  taken  literally,  it  would 
show  that  the  Letter  to  Dionysius  is 
later  than  the  Panegyricus  ;  i.e.  than 
880  B.C.  Such  an  indication  could 
not  safely  be  used  as  an  independent 
argument.  But  it  may  be  noticed 
as  agreeing  with  the  hypothesis  about 
the  date  advanced  below. 


^  §  1,  TTpoairelpriKa — in  which,  as 
the  context  shows,  the  irpo  does  not 
mean  "before  my  natural  time,"  but 
**  before  the  destined  time  for  the  war 
against  Persia." 

^  When  Dionysius  began  to  take 
part  with  Athens  and  the  Pelopon- 
nesian  allies  in  the  war  against 
Thebes.  As  to  the  Athenian  flat, 
teries  of  Dionysius  at  this  time,  see 
Schafer,  J)em.  u.  seine  Zeit,  i.  80. 

*  Grote,  ch.  83,  vol.  xi.  p.  61. — 
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written  at  the  time  when  the  report  of  his  first 
successes  had  reached  Athens.  Three  years  before, 
the  Spartan  empire  had  been  finally  overthrown  at 
Leuctra. 

"  Were  I  a  younger  man,  1  would  not  have  written  but  Analysis, 
come  to  you.  Written  advice  is  at  many  disadvantages  as 
compared  with  oral.  But  I  trust  that  these  disadvantages 
will  be  neutralised  by  your  interest  in  the  substance  of  my 
letter.  Some  have  pretended  that  you  prefer  flatterers  to 
advisers;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  your  pre-eminence  in 
counsel  and  in  action  could  have  been  reached  if  you  had 
not  been  willing  to  gather  the  best  thoughts  of  every  mind 
(§§1-4).  Do  not  take  this  letter  for  a  rhetorical  com- 
position. Had  display  been  my  object,  I  should  have 
sought  my  audience  at  some  great  festival.  But  my  object 
is  practical ;  I  want  a  certain  thing  done,  and  therefore 
address  the  man  who  is  able  to  do  it.  Purposing  to  give 
counsel  for  the  welfare  of  Hellas,  to  whom  ought  I  to 
speak  but  to  the  first  of  Hellenes  ?  The  time  is  opportune 
for  such  counsel.  While  Sparta  was  at  the  head  of  Hellas, 
you  could  not  have  interfered  in  our  affairs  without  adding 
rivalry  with  Sparta  to  your  actual  struggle  against  Car- 
thage. Now  Carthage  has  been  humbled ;  and  Athens  is 
ready  to  be  your  ally  (^  5-8).  Do  not  think  it  strange 
if  one  who  is  neither  statesman  nor  general  presumes  to 
speak  in  the  cause  of  Hellas,  and  to  you.  I  can  at  least 
claim  a  share  of  culture,  and  of  that  culture  which  concerns 
itself  with  the  greatest  questions.     But  you  shall  at  once 


Dobree  i^Adv.  i.  p.  283)  thinks  that 
the  Letter  is  writteu  ''ad  Dionysium 
iunioTefm^  sub  regni  initia "  [i.e.  367 
B.C.].  But  in  367  the  statement  re- 
garding Carthage  would  have  been 
much  too  strong.  Nor  has  Dobree 
observed  that  §  8  excludes  the  sup- 
position of  the  Letter  being  addressed 

VOL.  II 


to  the  younger  Dionysins  : — 5re  yJkv 
yb^p  AaKcdcufUyioi  r^  ^PX^  ^^X^''*  ou 
jiqZiov  ^  iTrifu\i^drj¥ai  croi  riav  irepl 
rbv  T&wop  t6p  iifiiT€poVf  oOdi  toOtois 
havrla  trpdrreip  tffia  koI  Kapxv^ovlois 
iro\€fjL€Tp,  Sparta  lost  the  dpxH  four 
years  before  the  younger  Dionysius 
came  to  the  throne. 

R 
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judge  for  yourself  whether  my  advice  is  worth  anything../ 
(§§  9-10). 

2.  To  the  Children  of  Jason.  [Ep.  vi.] — Jason, 
tyrant  of  Plierae  an3^  tagos"  of  Thessaly,  was  assas- 
sinated in  01.  102.  3,  370  B.C.  The  facts  known 
about  his  successors  may  be  summed  up  thus :  ^ — 

370.  On  the  death  of  Jason,  his  brothers  Poly- 
dorus  and  Polyphron  become  joint  tagoi.  Polydorus 
is  soon  afterwards  murdered  by  Polyphron. 

369.  Alexander,  son  of  Polydorus,  murders  Poly- 
phron and  reigns  in  his  stead. 

359.^  Alexander  is  murdered,  at  the  instigation 
of  his  wife  Thebe  (daughter  of  Jason),  by  her  half- 
brothers  Tisiphonus,  Peitholaus  and  Lycophron. 
Thebe  and  Tisiphonus  share  the  chief  power. 

358.  Tisiphonus  dies.  Lycophron  and  Peitholaus 
presently  avail  themselves  of  the  distraction  caused 
by  the  Phocian  (or  "Sacred")  AVar,  357  B.C.,  to 
establish  a  joint  tyranny.^ 

352.  Philip  of  Macedon  deposes  Lycophron  and 
frees  Pherae  from  the  tyranny. 

This  letter  of  Isocrates  was  written  to  Thebe  and 
her  half-brothers,  the  children  of  Jason,*  in  359  B.C., 
soon   after  the  death  of  Alexander.^     In  §§  7-14 


^  See  esp.  Diod.  xv.  60,  xvi.  14 : 
Xen.  Hellen,  vi.  iv.  33. 

'  Diodorua  (xvi.  14)  puts  the 
death  of  Alexander  iu  the  year  of 
Agathocles,  35|  b.o.  ;  but  see  Clinton, 
F.  H,  vol.  II.,  sub  anno  359,  and 
Appendix  xv.  on  Alexander  of 
Pherae:  also  Schafer,  Dtm.  i.  p. 
133,  noU  2. 

'  See  Schafer,  Bern,  I.  p.  457. 

*  Pint    Ttl&p,    c.   28,    ^^,   Bv 


ydrrip  fikv   ^\d<rovos  odaa  yvpij  8^ 
*A\c^dv8pov. 

®  See  my  paper  in  Joum,  PhUol. 
vol.  V.  p.  266  (1874).  Through  not 
observing  the  fact  that  Thebe  and 
her  brothers  were  the  cfiildren  of 
Jason^  some  have  made  the  mistake 
of  supposing  this  Letter  to  have  been 
written  in  370  b.o. — eleven  years 
before  its  real  date.  Thus  Dobree 
says  {Adv.    i.    284)  —  *'Statim,    iit 
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Isocrates  counsels  the  persons  whom  he  addresses, 
and  whom  flatterers  were  "  spurring  on  to  despo- 
tism "  (eVl  rijv  TvpavviSa  irapo^vvovre^,  §   1 2),  to  think 

whether  it  is  better  to  have  honour  from  willing 
or  from  unwilling  citizens.  This  is  exactly  illus- 
trated by  Diodorus,  who  says  of  Thebe  and  her 
brothers — "At  first  they  had  great  acceptance  as 
despot  -  slayers ;  but  afterwards  they  changed  their 
minds, — made  a  bargain  with  hireling  troops,  and 
set  themselves  up  as  despots ;  and  after  putting 
out  of  the  way  many  of  those  who  wrought  against 
them,  and  equipping  their  power  to  a  noteworthy 
strength,  seized  the  government."  ^  Isocrates  wrote 
before  they  had  wholly  "  changed  their  minds."  The 
Athenian  embassy  noticed  in  §  1  had  doubtless  been 
prompted  by  the  hope  that  the  government  of  Pherae 
was  about  to  become  more  democratic. 

"One  of  our  envoys  has  brought  me  word  that  you  Analysis, 
asked  him  privately  whether  I  could  be  induced  to  take  up 
my  abode  with  you.  For  the  sake  of  my  friendship  with 
Jason  and  Polyalces  I  would  gladly  consent;  but  many 
things  hinder  me.  First,  old  age.  It  would  ill  become  me 
to  leave  Athens  now,  when,  were  I  abroad,  I  ought  to  be 


videtur,  post  Jasonis  mortem,  Olymp. 
102.  3.  Ait  Diodorus  xv.  60  suc- 
cessisse  Jasoni  fratrem  Polydomm  ; 
fortasse  sub  specie  tutoris."  In  a 
modem  Greek  edition  of  Isocrates 
(vol.  II.  of  the  'EWriPiK^  Bi^ioO^icrjf 
Didot),  the  commentator  says — eUbs 
olv  T7)v  ^irMTToXV  Ta&np^  y€ypd<f>6ai 
airiKa  iitrh.  rbv  tov  irarphi  06,¥a- 
Tov  TOii  TaicrlPf  fj  yovv  ry  rcrdprtfi 
TTJi  avrijs  'OXvfividdoi  Irft,  direp  crvfi- 
paiyei  ry  TptaKoari}  i^riKwrrf  ivvdrf^ 
{he  ought  to  have  said,  rj;  t/mcucoot^ 


i^dofitiKOffTt}]  irpb  XptoToO  (p.  310). 
Blass  (AU.  Ber,  11.  272)  does  not 
notice  that  Thebe  was  daughter  of 
Jason  ;  and  supposes  the  iralde;  'Id- 
(Tovos  to  be  distinct  persons  from 
Thebe  and  her  brothers.  In  the 
interval  between  the  murder  of 
Alexander  and  the  setting  up  of  the 
new  tyranny,  these  sons  of  Jason  may 
(Blass  thinks)  have  been  temporarily 
strong,  and  Athens  may  thus  have 
been  led  to  send  envoys  to  them. 
^  Diod.  XVI.  14. 
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hastening  back  to  die.  Next,  to  say  the  truth,  I  fear 
Athens.  Her  alliances,  I  see,  are  shortlived.  Should  her 
aUiance  with  you  prove  so,  I,  who  live  among  you,  would 
incur  at  least  the  shame  of  siding  with  friends  against 
friends  (^  1-3). 

"  I  will  try,  however,  to  discuss  your  affairs  as  I  would 
have  done  had  I  come  to  you.  This  letter  is  not  meant  for 
rhetorical  display :  it  is  written  because  I  see  you  in  great 
troubles.  A  man  of  my  age  is  past  writing  well ;  but  the 
very  length  of  his  experience  qualifies  him  to  advise 
(^  4-6).  I  al^yaya  teach  my  pupik  that^  in  composing 
a  speech,  the  first  thing  needful  is  to  define  clearly  the 
V  object_wMch.they  wish  the  speech  to  effect ;  the  next  thing 

is  to  adapt  the  means  to  that  end.     This  principle  does  not 

^PPIZ-^^-^'^^ -^^^^^^^^^^^  -^f  ^P^^^^®^  oiilyj  ifc  applies  to  all 
enterprises,  and  to  your  case  among  the  rest.     You  must 

reflect  what  mode  of  life,  what  kind  of  repute,  you  desire ; 

whether  you  are  ambitious  of  honours  to  be  given  by,  or 

extorted  from,  your  fellow -citizens;    and  then  you   must 

shape  accordingly  your  daily  conduct.     To  me  the  life  of  a 

private  man  seems  better  than  that  of  a  king, — the  honours 

of  a  republic  sweeter  than  those  of  a  monarchy.     I  know 

that  this  view  will  find  many  adversaries,  especially  among 

those  who  are  about  you.     They  look  only  to  the  powers, 

the  riches,  the  pleasures  of  royalty,  ignoring  its  troubles 

and  its  dangers.     Now  this  is  just  the  feeling  with  which 

men   dare   crimes.     They   know   that   there   is   peril;   but 

trust  that  they  will  contrive  to  avoid  it.     I  envy  such 

easiness  of  temper ;  but  should  be  ashamed  if,  in  advising 

others,  I  fiedled  to  state  fairly  both  sides  of  the  question. 

Expect,  therefore,  an  impartial  estimate "...(^  7-14). 

8.  Letter  3.   To  ArcMdamus.     [Ep.  ix.] — This   Letter   is 

ArchTda-     addressed  to   Archidamus   III.,   who   succeeded   his 
"*"*•         father  Agesilaus  as  one  of  the   kings   of  Sparta  in 
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361   B.C.,  and  died  in  338.     In  his  Sixth  Oration 
(366    B.C.)    Isocrates     supposes     this    same    Archi- 
damus  giving  heroic   counsels   to   Sparta;    he   now     A 
urges  him  to  become  the  leader  of  Greece  against 
Persia. 

In  §  4  there  is  a  reference   to  "the   battle   in  Date, 
the  city " :  i.e.  the  attempt  of  Epameinondas  to  sur- 
prise Sparta  in  362  b.c.^     From  §  16  it  appears  that 
Isocrates  was  now  eighty.     If  he  was  not  more,  the 
Letter  belongs  to  356  b.c. 

Either  the  Letter  was  meant  merely  to  introduce 
a  discourse  sent  along  with  it,^  or  it  is  itself  frag- 
mentary. The  latter  supposition  seems  the  more 
likely.'    ' 

"  I  leave  to  others,  Archidamus,  the  easy  task  of  praising  Anaiyait. 
you,  your  father,  and  your  race.  Those  who  choose  that 
theme  have  topics  enough  ready  to  their  hand, — the  splen- 
dour of  a  descent  from  Heracles  and  Zeus ;  the  valour  of 
the  Dorian  colonies  of  the  Peloponnesus ;  the  achievements 
of  Sparta  under  the  Heracleidae,  and  the  virtues  taught  by 
the  unchanging  Spartan  discipline;  the  wisdom  of  your 
father;  his  conduct  in  times  of  disaster;  and  lastly  that 
battle  at  Sparta  in  which  you  saved  the  state.  But  my 
purpose  is  not  to  speak  of  your  past  exploits;  it  is  the 
more  arduous  one  of  inciting  you  to  enterprises  of  a  new 
kind — enterprises  which  will  benefit  not  Sparta  only  but 
all  the  Hellenes  (^  1-7). 


^  See  esp.  Xen.  Hellen,  vii.  v.  §§ 
9  f. — The  achievement  of  Archidamos 
on  this  occasion  consisted  in  routing, 
with  100  hoplites,  the  troops  of 
Epameinondas,  who  was  trying  to 
occupy  some  high  ground  near  the 
town. 

2  **  Propempticon,  ut  videtur,  ora- 


tionis  qnam  postea  immutatam 
Philippo  inscripsit "  : — Dobree,  Adv. 
I.  p.  285. 

'  Letters  I.  VI.  and  IX.  are  frag- 
ments of  just  the  same  'kin^— prefaces 
to  what  must  have  been  long  dis- 
courses, like  the  PhUippuSy  rather 
than  mere  Letters. 
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"  It  is  strange  that  no  powerful  statesman  or  speaker  has 
yet  taken  pity  on  the  present  miserable  condition  of  Hellas. 
Every  part  of_it  ifl-fuU-of  waiv  factions,  massacres,  woes, 
unnumbered.  Most  wretched  of  all  are  those  Greeks  on 
the  seaboard  of  Asia  whom  by  the  treaty  we  gave  over,  not 
merely  to  the  barbarians,  but  to  those  of  our  own  race  who 
are  barbarian  in  all  save  speech.  Theafi._rpying  desperadoes, 
under  any  Chance  leader,  form  armies  larger  and  better  than 
those  of  the  settled  communities ;  armies  which  do  trifling 
damage  to  Persia,  but_  bring  desolation  to  the  Greek  cities 
which  they  visit.  They  slay,  they  banish,  they  plunder; 
children  are  outraged;  women,  whom  none  but  kinsmen 
had  ever  seen  even  veiled,  are  stripped  naked  before  all 
eyes  (^  8-10). 

"  These  miseries,  now  long  continued,  have  as  yet  at- 
tracted the  indignation  of  no  leading  city  in  Greece ;  nor  of 
Agefiiiaus.  any  leading  man,  except  your  father.  Agesilaus  stood  alone 
in  his  life-long  desire  to  fi-ee  the  Greeks  and  to  turn  their 
arms  against  the  barbarian.  He  failed  only  because  he 
sought  to  combine  the  war  against  Pei*sia  with  the  restora- 
tion of  his  personal  friends  to  their  respective  cities.  He 
thus  excited  factions  which  left  men  no  leisure  for  the  war. 
The  moral  of  his  life  is  that  the  Greeks  must  be  reconciled 
among  themselves  before  they  are  led  against  the  Great 
King  (^11-14). 

"  Some,  perhaps,  whose  so-called  '  philosophy  *  has  none 
but  petty  aims,  will  call  it  madness  in  me  to  suppose  that 
Greece  at  large  can  be  better  or  worse  for  any  words  of 
mine.  But,  though  eighty  years  old  and  worn  out,  1  am 
arrogant  enough  to  believe  that  such  counsels  can  come  from 
no  one  so  well  as  from  me,  and  that  perchance  they  will 
bear  fruit.  I  believe  that,  if  the  other  Greeks  had  to  pick 
out  the  man  who  could  best  advocate,  and  the  man  who 
could  best  execute,  measures  recognised  as  useful,  tlie  choice 
would  fall  on  none  but  you  and  me.     My  part  is  the  smaller  ; 
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to  say  what  one  thinks  is  not  hard ;  but  you  should  be 
moved  by  your  descent,  by  your  place  in  Sparta,  by  your 
name  in  Greece,  to  rise  to  the  height  of  your  new 
duty.  Leave  all  else,  and  give  your  mind  to  two  things  / 
only — the  deliverance  of  the  Greeks  from  their  miserable  ' 
feuds,  and  the  crushing  of  barbarian  insolence.  That  these 
things  can  be  done, — that  they  are  expedient  for  you,  for 
Sparta,  and  for  the  rest  of  Hellas,-:— it  shall  now  be  my  task 
to  explain"  (gg  15-19). 

4.   To  Timotlieiis.  fEp.  vn.l — Clearchus,  a  citizen  4.  Letter 

.  .  VII.   To 

of  Heracleia  on  the  Euxine,  had  been  a  pupil  of  Timotheus. 
Isocrates,  and  also  of  Plato.  He  was  recalled  from 
Athens  to  Heracleia  by  the  nobles,  who  wished  for 
his  help  against  the  people.  He  changed  sides, 
became  a  demagogue,  and  then,  in  364  B.C.,  tyrant.* 
His  reign  was  cruel.*'*  He  died  in  353,  leaving  his 
brother  Satyrus  guardian  of  his  two  sons  Timotheus 
and  Dionysius,  and  regent  for  the  elder.  Satyrus 
seems  to  have  ruled  at  least  for  some  years,  and 
worse  even  than  Clearchus.  But  he  was  true  to  his 
nephews,  and  in  due  time  gave  up  the  royal  power 
into  the  hands  of  Timotheus,  who  reigned  from  about 
346  to  338.  Timotheus  then  "began  to  make  the 
government  milder  and  more  democratic ;  so  that  for 
his  deeds  he  was  called  no  more  tyrant,  but  benefactor 
and  saviour.''  ^  He  afterwards  shared  the  power  with 
his  brother  Dionysius,  who  succeeded  him. 


^  Diod.  x\'.  81.  Justin  (xvr.  4,5) 
adds  a  plot  between  Clearchus  and 
Mithridates  of  Pontus  for  the  betrayal 
of  Heracleia,  which  led  only  to.  the 
betrayal  and  seizure  of  Mithridates 
by  Clearchus. 

'  Theopompus,  in  Book  xxxviir. 
of  his  'IcToplaif  stated  of  Clearchus 


d)s  ^laius  (U^pei  voX\ot>f  xal  wi  rots 
irXelffToii  iSlSov  kujv^lov  trulv  :  Athen. 
III.  p.  85  A. 

^  g-apaXapuy  r^p  ^PX^  oihti)  Ta&niP 
ivl  t6  Trpq.6r€pov  koL  itiiijOKparuciixTtpov 
fieT€ppO0fu^€Pf  u)t  iirfKiri  ripavvov  dXX' 
evepyiTTjp  aiVdi',  oU  cirparre,  Kal 
ffiOTTjpa    dpofid^eaOai  —  Memnon    ap. 
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Date.  The  date  of  this  Letter  can  be  only  approximately 

fixed.  Timotheus  had  now  had  time  to  show  himself 
a  good  ruler.  The  year  345  b.c.  would  probably  not 
be  far  wrong. 

Anaiysia.  "  You  have  probably  often  heard  of  the  old  friendship 

between  your  family  and  me ;  and  1  rejoice  to  learn  that 
you  are  ruling  more  nobly  and  more  wisely  than  your 
father.  His  failings  will  but  redound  to  your  praise 
(^  1-2).  Think  by  what  means,  with  what  aid,  by  what 
counsels  you  may  repair  your  city's  misfortunes — encourage 
the  citizenis  to  steady  industry, — and  make  their  lives  and 
happiness  more  secure.  A  foolish  king  harasses  and  pillages 
his  subjects.  A  wise  one  consults  at  once  then*  happiness 
and  his  own  safety ;  ruling  so  that  none  will  plot  against 
him,  but  guarding  his  own  life  as  if  it  were  in  danger  from 
all.  You  have  no  motive  for  incurring  hatred  in  amass- 
ing wealth ;  your  father  has  left  you  rich  (§§  3-6).  If 
your  objects  are  more  money  and  more  power,  seek  advice 
elsewhere ;  but  if  you  prefer  honesty  and  a  good  name, 
attend  to  my  words  and  to  worthy  examples.  Such  an 
example  is  Cleommis  of  Methymna,  under  whom  the  whole 
community  lives  seciurely ;  who  restores  exiles  and  trusts 
the  citizens  with  arms, — fearing  no  evil,  or  content  to  sufler 
if  his  generous  confidence  is  belied  (§§  7-9). 

"  Autocrator,  the  bearer  of  this  letter,  is  my  friend ;  our 
pursuits  are  the  same,  and  I  have  often  been  helped  by  his 
skill.  For  these  reasons  I  would  have  you  use  him  well. 
Do  not  marvel  that  I  thus  write  to  you,  though  I  never 
made  any  request  of  your  father  Clearchus.     When  he  was 

Phot.  cod.  224.     Memnon  of  Hera-  elusive,   from    which    most    of   the 

cleia — whose  date  is  uncertain«^  but  aboye  facts  are  takeu.     According  to 

who  cannot  have  lived   hefort   the  Memnon,  Clearchus  had  been  a  pupU 

time  of  Augustus — wrote  a  history  of  of  Isocrates  for  four  years — and  also 

Heracleia.     Photius  {cod,  224)  gives  a  hearer  of  Plato, 
an  abstract  of  Books  vi.  -  xvi.   in- 
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with  us,  all  agreed  about  his  kindliness ;  but  after  he  got 
power  he  was  said  to  have  changed.  I  was  estranged  from 
him ;  but  your  friendship  would  be  prized  by  me,  Fare- 
well ;  if  you  want  anything  from  here,  write  "  (^10-13). 

5.   To  the  Rvlers  of  Mytilene.     [Ep.  viii.] — The  5.  Letter 

vm*   To 

democracy  at  Mytilene  had  lately  been  overthrown  theRnie™ 
by  an  oligarchy.  But  the  victorious  oligarchs  were  Lie/  * 
now  showing  their  moderation  by  recalling  many  of 
the  democratic  exiles.  This  letter  prays  the  govern- 
ment of  Mytilene  to  receive  back  their  fellow-citizen 
Agenor,^  a  distinguished  musician,  with  his  father  and 
his  brothers. 

The  revolt  of  the  allies  from  Athens  was  followed, 
at  the  close  of  the  Social  War  (355  B.C.),  by  revolu- 
tions in  many  of  the  cities.  Oligarchies  arose  at 
Corcyra,  Chios,  Cos,  Khodes,  and  in  the  cities  of 
Lesbos — Antissa,  Methymna,  and  Mytilene.^  We 
know  that,  in  351  B.C.,  the  government  of  Mytilene 
was  oligarchical.*  And  in  §  8  of  this  Letter  we  read 
that,  "  if  Conon  and  Timotheus  were  living,  and  if 
Diophantus  had  come  back  from  Asia,"  they  would 
interest  themselves  for  Agenor.  Timotheus,  son  of 
Conon,  died  in  354  B.C.  And  Diodorus  names 
"Diophantus  the  Athenian"  and  **Lamius  the  Spartan" 
as  serving  Nectanebis,  king  of  Egypt,  against  Arta- 
xerxes  Ochus  in  a  campaign  which  occupied  the 
winter  of  350-351  B.C.*  Now  there  can  be  little  i>ate. 
doubt  that  it  was  by  this  struggle  that  Diophantus 

^  Agenor  and  his  school,  the  ^k-Yq-       427,  434. 

v6p€ioi,   are   mentioned    among    the  «  T^         n  *    1      '^    <n  sr 

,.  .  .        ,    -       *   .  ..  Dem.  Or.  xv.,   inrip  T775   Vocliav 

earner  musicians  before  Anstoxeuus :  ..     ^    ,     ,,.    oci«     xoia 

T>i         A,^   T>  oAi  i\€v$€plas  (date  351  B.C.),  §  16. 

Blass,  AU.  Ber.  ii.  304.  '^     ^ 

2  Schiifer,   Lem.   u.  seine  ZeU,   I.  *  Diod.  xvi.  48.    Of.  Schaf.  i.  487. 
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was  detained  in  the  East.  The  date  of  this  Letter 
is  probably  350  B.C.' 

Aiiai>-8is.  "  My  grandsons,  the  sons  of  Aphareiis,  have  asked  me 

to  write  to  you  on  behalf  of  Agenor,  formerly  their  master 
in  music  ;  and  to  beg  that,  when  you  have  restored  some 
other  exiles,  you  will  allow  him,  his  father  and  his  brotliers, 
to  return  to  Mytilene.  I  objecte<l  that  I,  a  stranger  to 
you,  could  not  reasonably  ask  so  great  a  favour ;  but  at 
length  I  yielded  to  their  importunity.  You  have  done 
wisely  in  being  reconciled  to  your  fellow-citizens,  and  in 
seeking,  like  Athens,  to  efface  the  memor}'  of  faction.  But, 
even  if  you  had  received  back  no  other  exiles,  Agenor  and 
his  family  would  desen^e  a  partlon.  ilytilene,  a  city 
famous  in  the  history  of  culture,  ought  not  to  keep  in 
banishment  the  man  who  excels  all  contemporaries  in  his 
art  (^  4).  Other  cities  give  their  franchise  to  men  distin- 
guished in  noble  pursuits;  you  ought  not  to  suffer  your 
own  countryman  to  be  a  sojourner  among  strangers.      Such 


^  350  B.C.  is  the  date  taken  by 
Blass  {Att.  Ber.  ir.  303).  But  aD- 
other  is  possible,  against  which  I 
have  felt  great  difficulty  in  deciding 
— 347  B.C.  We  know  that  the  oli- 
garchy at  Mytilene  was  followed 
(whether  immediately  or  not)  by  the 
tyranny  of  one  Cammes ;  but  that, 
in  347-6  b.<\,  the  democracy  was 
restored  with  Athenian  help.  (Dem. 
Or.  XL.  xpdt  Boiorr^  T€pi  rpoucdt^ 
§§  36  f.:  Scliaf.  vol.  in..  Appendix, 
!».  224.)  Now: — 1.  Isocrates  cer- 
tainly compares  the  moderation  of 
the  prevalent  party  at  Mytilene  to 
that  of  the  Athenian  dtmoeranf  in 
403  B.C.,  §  3 :  2.  Diophantus  matj 
not  have  come  back  from  Egypt  till 
346  B.C.:  for.  while  Diodorus  and 
Clinton  {F.  H.  ii.  App.  18)  put  the 
end  of  the  war  in  350,  Thirlwall  ( c. 
4S,  Ti.   187  n.)  argues  from  Isocr. 


{Phiiipp.  §  101)  that  the  Persian  re- 
conquest  of  Egypt  cannot  have  been 
achieved  before  the  latter  part  of 
346.  My  reasons  for,  on  the  whole, 
preferring  350  are  these  : — 1.  We  do 
not  know  that,  in  347,  a  party  over- 
threw a  party.  When  Cammes  fell, 
the  democracv  mav  have  been   re- 

m  m 

Stored  unanimously.  2.  The  letter 
is  Inscribed  (as  Blass  has  observed) 
TcTf  M.  dpxoivc,  not  M.  r^  ^vf^  ^^^^ 
tJjSm'Xj.  3.  In  §  7  Isoerates  takes 
credit  for  having  always  vindicated 
the  i\€v6€pia  and  ai-roro/ua  of  the 
Greeks, — in  other  words,  as  the  con- 
text shows,  the  independence  of  the 
allies  from  Athens  (cf.  his  Speech 
On  the  Peace),  This  would  point  to 
350  rather  than  to  347,';when,  on  the 
restoration  of  the  democracy,  Myti- 
lene came  again  into  the  Athenian 
league. 
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as  he  do  more  lasting   honour  to  their  city  than  successful 
athletes  (^  3-6). 

"  It  will  perhaps  be  said  that  this  request  is  just,  but 
that  I  have  no  claim  to  make  it.  ^  have  not,  indeed,  been 
a  statesman  or  public  speaker ;  but  I  have  been  the  adviser 
of  the  speakers  truest  to  you  and  to  our  other  allierTa^d^ 
have  myself  written  jaore  in  defence  of  Greek  liberty 
than  all  the  ranters  of  the  platfoi:m_put^  Jpgether.  Were 
Conon  and  Timotheus  alive — had  Diophantus  returned  from 
Asia — they  would  support  my  request.  Think,  then,  by 
whom  and  for  whom  the  favour  is  asked ;  and,  if  you 
can  grant  it,  let  Agenor  and  his  brothers  understand 
that  they  owe  it,  in  some  measure,  to  my  mediation " 
(§8  7-10). 


6.    To^jPhilip'     [Ep.   11.]— In  §§   5-12   of    this  6.  utter 
Letter,  Isocrates  remonstrates  with  Philip  for  reck-  phiiip. 
lessly  exposing  himself  to  personal  danger;  and,  in       /, 
§12,  says  : — "  I  would  give  a  great  deal  that  I  had 
written  this  to  you  before  the  expedition ;  since  then, 
if  you  had  listened  to  me,  you  would  not  have  run 
so  great  a  danger ;  or,   if  you  had  not  listened,  at 
least  I  should  not  have  seemed  to  be  repeating  in  my 
advice  what  all  the  world  has  been  persuaded  of  by 
the  event." 

Philip  was  engaged  in  a  Thracian  War  from  342 
to  339  B.c.^  War  between  Philip  and  Athens  was 
declared  in  340  B.c.  Now  it  is  clear  from  the  tone 
of  §  14  that,  when  this  Letter  was  written,  the  hos- 
tility between  Philip  and  Athens  was^ML^^Lopeni 
Further,  in  342,  Philip  had  given  a  new  constitution 
to  Thessaly,  appointing  tetrarchs  for  the  four  chief 

J  Schiifer,  ir.  414  ff. 
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districts.^  Isocrates  alludes  to  this  —  evidently  as 
recent  (§  20) ;  and  urges  Philip  to  intervene,  with 
the  same  prudence,  in  the  affairs  of  Athens  ; — mean- 
ing that  he  should  come  forward  as  the  reconciler 
of  factions,  and  as  the  leader  in  one  great  common 
purpose — an  expedition  against  Asia.  The  date  of 
the  Letter  is  probably  the  end  of  342  B.C.- 

"  Men  are  more  grateful  for  praise  than  for  advice. 
But  having  undertaken  once  before  to  advise  you  as  to 
what  it  would  best  become  you  to  do,  I  must  not  shrink,  in 
a  more  urgent  crisis,  from  pronouncing  upon  what  you 
have  done.  You  are  universally  condemned  for  courting 
danger  with  a  headlong  rFifllmi^'is  ^i^^^^^Tning  a,  kirg  Jii 
the  conduct  of  war  you  ought  to.  ynitate.  republics.  When 
tEey  send  forth  their  armies,  they  ai:e„  careful  to.kei^  safe 
at  home  those  who  are  responsible  for  the  commonweal 
If  the  Spartan  kings  take  the  field,  it  is  with  a  devoted 
body-guard  of  the  most  distinguished  citizens.  The  value 
of  a  king's  life  may  be  judged  from  the  cases  of  Xerxes 
and  of  Cyrus.  Xerxes,  when  his  troops  were  beaten, 
guarded  his  own  life,  and  lived  to  restore  the  greatness 
of  Persia ;  Cyrus,  by  throwing  away  his  life,  cancelled  an 
actual  victory,  and  brought  upon  his  followers  the  extremity 
of  suffering  (^  1-8). 

"  It  is  imworttuL-QfyQU  to  aim  at  a  reputation  for  mere 
reckless  courage.  The  special  risks  of  a  monarch  are 
enough  without  adding  to  them  the  risks  of  a  soldier. 
Glory  of  a  higher  kind  is  within  your  reacL  Carry  war 
against  the  barbarians  on  your  frontier  no  further  than  is 


1  Dem.  Phil.  ill.  §  26:  Schafer, 
Dem,  u,  seine  Zeit,  ii.  p.  402. 

*  Dobree  (Adv.  i.  p.  283)  refers  the 
Letter  to  839  b.c.,  when  Philip  was 
wounded  in  an  encounter  with  the 
Triballi,    and    reported   dead.       In 


noticing  the  Letter  at  p.  19  of  this 
volume,  I  assign  it  to  889.  But 
§§  14,  20  are,  I  now  think,  decisive 
against  this.  See  Blass,  AU.  Ber, 
II.  299. 
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necessary  for  the  safety  of  Macedonia ;  and  set  the  Greeks 
an  example  of  making  war  upon  the  Great  Bang.  I  wish 
that  this  advice  had  been  given  before  your  expedition ;  for 
then  it  might  have  averted  your  danger,  or  at  least  have 
proved  my  foresight  (§§  9-12). 

"  Though  this  letter  is  already  too  long,  a  word  must 
be  said  in  conclusion  about  Athens.  If  you  blame  Athens 
for  listening  to  those  who  slander  you,  do  not  listen  to  those 
who  slander  her.  The  influence  which  worthless  men  have 
here  is  only  the  influence  that  might  be  yours.  I  do  not 
deny  that  Athens  htis  made  some  mistakes  ;  but  I  maintain 
that  no  city  in  Hellas  could  be  a  more  useful  ally  for  you. 
Her  merely  passive  friendship  would  give  you  strength  both 
in  Hellas  and  against  the  barbarian.  You  have  been 
applauded  for  your  just  and  benevolent  interference  in  the 
affairs  of  the  Thessalians,  a  high-spirited  people  torn  by 
factions.  Confer  the  same  benefits  upon  Athens.  The 
Thessalians  are  your  neighbours  in  territory  ;  we,  in  power. 
It  is  nobler  to  take  gratitude^  .t^an  cities,  by  storm 
(^  13—21).  You  may  believe  me  when  I  speak  of  Athens  ; 
I  have  never  been  her  flatterer,  but  always  her  severest 
censor.  The  careless  crowd  suspect  you  and  me  alike :  /, 
you,  because ^ou  are  great;  me,  because  I  think.  You  can 
easily  dispel  that  prejudice ;  for  me  it  is  too  late.  This, 
then,  is  my  advice: — give  your  kingdom  and  your  pros- 
perity into  the  keeping  of  the  goodwill  of  the  Hellenes  " 
(§§  13-23). 

7.  To  Alexander.  [Ep.  v.] — Alexander  was  with  7.  Letter 
his  father^  at   the  time  when  Isocrates  wrote  this  Alexander. 
Letter,  which  was  sent  along  with  one  addressed  to 
Philip — doubtless  the  Letter  just  analysed.      Philip 

^  The  phrase  in  §  1,  repl  thv  airrhv  which  Philip's  life  had  just  been 
hvTQ.  ck  rbwov  iKdvi^y  seems  to  imply  placed  would  account  for  Alexander 
a  foreign    region.      The   danger  in      having  been  summoned  to  him. 
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was  in  Thrace  or  the  Chersonese  from  May  342,  to 
the  latter  part  of  339  b.c.  ;  and,  at  some  time  after 
his  departure,  appointed  Alexander  his  regent  in 
Macedonia.^  But,  when  this  Letter  was  written, 
that  arrangement  had  not  yet  been  made.  Alex- 
ander, a  boy  of  fourteen,  is  busy  with  his  studies ; 
and  Isocrates  cannot  refrain  from  a  little  thrust  at 
the  young  prince's  new  tutor.  It  was  probably  in 
this  very  year  (342)  that  Alexander  began  to  receive 
the  lessons  of  Aristotle.^ 


Analysis.  "  As   I  am   writing  to   your   father,  and  you  are  with 

him,  it  would  be  strange  if  I  did  not  greet  you  also,  and 
show  that  old  age  has  still  left  me  some  sense  (§  1).  All 
say  that  ynn  ar^.  kindly^  fond  of  At^^nflj  fond  _of  learnings 
— and  this  in  a  wise  way.  The  Athenians  with  whom  you 
live  are  not  uncultivated  men,  with  low  political  views ; 
but  men  pleasant  socially,  and  also  able  to  give  soimd 
counsel.  Your  chosen  philosophy  is  not  the  eristic,  which 
teaches  subtlety  in  private  discussion ;  but  the  practical 
philosophy  which  educates  a  statesman  in  debate,  in  politi- 
cal^ action,  in  discerning  rigfit  and  .wrong  (^  2-4).  You 
do  well  to  make  this  your  study;  and  give  promise  of 
siuTpassing  other  men  as  far  as  your  father  has  surpassed 
all "  (§  5). 


8.  Letter  8.  To^^Ajfji^^poXer.     [Ep.    IV.] — This    Letter   was 

Antipater.   written  after — probably  soon  after  ^ — the  renewal  of 


1  Schafer,  2>e7?i.  ii.  416. 

^  ApoUodoms  stated  in  his  xpoinKiL 
that  Aristotle  came  to  Philip's  court 
ItX  UvOoddrov  lLp%ovTm,  01.  109.  2, 
34^  B.C.,  Diog.  v.  10.  Apollodorus 
adds  'AXe^dydpov  xeyre/rcUde/r'  irri  -tjSrj 
yeyw&ros,  Alexander  only  completed 
his  14th  year  in  Jnly  842  b.c.     He 


can  but  barely  have  entered  on  bis 
15th  year  when  Py  thodotus  ceased  to 
be  archoD. 

*  The  words  in  §  1 — if  up  5t€  tto- 
\€novfi€v  Tp6s  dXXi^Xouf,  as  opposed 
to  TTjs  €lp^irrfi  oCoTfi  —  suggest  that 
the  declaration  of  war  was  recent. 
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the  war  between  Athens  and  Philip  in  340  B.C. 
Antipater  had  now  been  for  at  least  seven  years  pro- 
minent both  as  a  soldier  and  as  a  diplomatist.  In 
347  he  seems  to  have  held  a  command  in  the  Thracian 
war;  in  347  and  346  he  was  the  chief  envoy  from 
Macedonia  to  Athens.^  At  this  time,  in  340  or  339, 
Antipater  is  living  in  Macedonia,  apparently  as 
regent,  or  as  chief  minister  of  Alexander,  during 
Philip's  absence  in  Thrace. 

The  Letter  commends  to  Antipater  one  Diodotus 
and  his  son,  who  wish  to  enter  the  service  of  Philip. 
Nothing  is  known  from  other  sources  about  this 
Diodotus.^  He  seems  to  have  been  an  Athenian  who 
had  taken  service,  probably  as  a  captain  of  mercen- 
aries, under  more  than  one  of  the  despots  of  Asia 
Minor.  "  For  speaking  freely  to  these  about  their 
own  interests "(§  7)  he  had  "been  stripped  of  his 
privileges  at  home " ;  in  other  words,  he  had  been 
deprived  of  the  Athenian  citizenship  on  the  charge  of 
supporting  an  anti- Athenian  policy  abroad.  Alone 
of  the  nine  Letters,  this  has  the  ease  of  a  private 
friendship  :  Isocrates  had  made  the  acquaintance  of 
Antipater  at  Athens. 

"  Even  in  time  of  peace,  a  letter  from  Athens  to  Mace-  Analysis, 
donia  runs  risks ;  much   more  now,  when  we  are  at  war. 
But  1  was  determined  to  write  to  you  about  Diodotus,  and, 
since  I  am  too  late  to  introduce  him  to  you,  at  least  to  add 

^  Schafer,  Dem,  11.  p.  34.  Isocrates  quoted  above  (p.  243  iwU) 

^  Sanneg,  in  his  essay  De  Schola  on    Letter    vi.,    the    commentator 

Isocratea  (Halle,  1867),  notices  Dio-  suggests  that  this  Diodotus  is  possibly 

dotus  among  the  pupils  of  Isocrates  ;  identical  with  the  interpreter  of  Hera- 

but  has  nothing  to  add  to  the  in-  cleitus  mentioned  by  Diogenes  Laer- 

formation  furnished  by  this  Letter.  tins,  ix.  15. 
In    the    modem    Greek    edition    of 
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my  testimony  in  his  favour.  Men  of  various  countries 
have  been  my  pupils;  some  with  a  special  faculty  for 
speating;  some  with  powers  of  thought  and  action;  some 
of  small  ability,  but  good  men  and  pleasant  companions. 
Diodotus  has  a  nature  so  happily  tempered  that  in  all  these 
respects  he  is  perfect  (^  1-4).  You  will  find,  too,  that  he 
is  thoroughly  outspoken.  Princes  of  a  large  mind  honour 
such  frankness ;  it  is  the  feebler  who  fear  it,  thinking  that 
it  will  drive  them  into  acting  against  their  wishes,  and  not 
seeing  that  free  criticism  is  most  likely  to  put  them  in  the 
way  of  attaining  what  they  desire.  No  monarchy — nay, 
^  no  republic-^-is  likely,  Jio .  last  without  advisers  who  dare  to 
oflfend.  Yet  such  advisers  are  slighted, — as  Diodotus  has 
found  to  his  cost.  There  are  some  prince8_jn_Asia_whom 
he  has  served  both  bj  counsel,  and  by  p^jilous^deedg ; 
through  freedom  of  speech,  however,  he  has  lost^notLonly 
his  dignities  in  his  own  country  but  many  hopes  besides. 
He  is  inclined  to  distrust  princes  as  a  voyager  once  unlucky 
fears  the  sea ;  but  he  has  done  well  in  going  to  you.  He 
will  benefit  by  your  kindness;  you,  by  his  loyalty  and 
ability  (^  5-9). 

"  His  son,  too,  is  advised  by  me  to  take  service  under 
your  government.  He  is  ambitious  to  do  so;  but  feels 
like  an  athlete  eager  for  a  crown  which  he  dares  not  hope 
to  win.  He  is  without  experience ;  and  has  defects  of 
person  which  he  fears  will  be  against  him.  In  any  case, 
whether  he  resides  in  Macedonia  or  (as  a  neutral)  at 
Athens,  pray  watch  over  his  safety  and  that  of  his  father. 
Look  upon  thenajw  a  trusty  Cpnamitted.  lo  you  by  my  old 
age — my  fame  (if  that  is  worth  aught)— my  friendship. 
Forgive  the  length  of  an  old  man's  letter ;  I  had 
but  one  aim, — to  show  goodwill  for  the  best  of  friends" 
(§§  10-13). 

9.    To    Philip.      [Ep.    III.]  —  The    biographical 
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question  raised  by  this  Letter  has  been  noticed  in  a  9.  Letter 
former  chapter.^     The  Letter  was  written  in  338  B.C.,  phiiip° 
some  time  after  Chaeroneia,  when  Isocrates  had  com- 
pleted his  ninety-eighth  year.     It  is  thus  the  latest 
of  aU  his  exta'^rv;;ri5^  


"  I  have  already  had  some  talk  with  Antipater  about  Analysis, 
your  interests  and  those  of  Athens.  But  I  resolved  to 
write  to  you,  too,  r^arding  the  course  which,  as  I  think, 
you  ought  to  take  after  the  peace.  This  letter  will  be  to 
the  same  purpose  as  my  discourse,  but  much  shorter  (§  1). 
Formerly  I  urged  you  to  bring  about  concord  in  Hellas 
by  reconciling  the  chief  states,  Athens,  Sparta,  Thebes, 
Argos.  Now,  persuasion  is  no  longer  needed.  The  recent 
struggle  has  proved  them  to  have  no  will  but  yours,  and  to 
admit  that  the  war  which  they  have  been  making  upon 
each  other  ought  to  be  turned  against  Asia.  They  ask  me 
whether  the  idea  of  an  expedition  against  the  barbarians 
was  originally  yours  or  minej  and  wheni  say  that,  to  the 
best  of  my  belief,  it  waa..yQiuc8*ibey  entreat  me  to  confirm 
you  in  jL..  No  deed,  they  say,  could  be  nobler,  better  for 
Hellas,  or  more  timely  (^  2-3).  Had  not  my  powers 
utterly  failed,  I  would  have  come  to  you  and  urged  this  in 
person.      In  one  thing  it  is  good  to  be  insatiable — in  the 


*  Ch.  XII.,  p.  29.  I  have  there 
noticed  the  suggestion  of  £.  Curtios 
that,  if  Isocrates  did  indeed  commit 
suicide,  the  motive  may  have  been 
despair  at  seeing  that  Athens  was 
still  resolved  to  resist.  If  we  hold, 
as  I  do,  the  genuineness  of  the  Third' 
Letter,  this  explanation  of  the  suicide 
is  admissible  only  on  the  supposition 
that  the  Letter  was  written  be/are 
the  conclusion  of  the  peace  between 
Athens  and  Philip.  Now  I  confess 
I  think  the  Third  Letter  was  written 
after  the  conclusion  of  the  peace, 
and  was  taken  to  Philip  by  Antipater 

VOL.  II 


on  his  return  from  Athens  :  see  §§  1- 
2.     Cf.  Schafer,  in.  25. 

The  tradition  of  a  suicide  prompted 
by  jalndxc  despair  must  then  be 
given  up  altogether.  But  the  tradi- 
tion of  the  suicide  itself  may  be  true. 
TEe"  reS[|  moKve_  piay  liave  Been  an.  . 
access  of  his  disease  :  and  Aphareus, 
or  some  friend — availing  himself  of 
the  coincidence  that  Isocrates  died  on 
the  day  when  those  who  fell  at  Chae- 
roneia were  buried  —  may  have  in- 
vented the  heroic  motive.  See  Blai^" 
AU.  Ber,  n.  S9t,  300. 


S 
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Philip's  desire  of  true  glory ;  and  your  glory  will  be  perfect  only 
mission.  when  you  have  made  the  barbarians  helots  to  the  Greeks. 
To  that  result  it  will  be  an  easier  step  than  it  was  from 
the  first  to  the  present  stage  of  your  power.  That  result 
gained,  nothing  will  remain  for  you  but  to  become  a  god. 
I  thank  old  agg  for  this  alone,^  that  those  youthful  projects 
which  I  set  forth  in  the  Panegyricns  and  in  the  discourse 
sent  to  you  are  in  course  of  completion  by  your  agency,  and 
will,  I  hope,  be  completed  "  (§§  4-6). 

Fragments 

/  The  only  lost  work^of  Isocrates   known   from 

definite  citations  is  his^t_  of_  Khetpric.  It  has, 
indeed,  always  been  questioned  whether  he  was  the 
author  of  the  treatise  once  current  under  his  name. 
Quintilian,  in  quoting  it  for  an  opinion  of  Isocrates, 
adds — "  if  it  is  really  his  "  ;  ^  and  Photius  hints  a  like 
doubt.^  Modem  criticism^  is  divided.  Some  infer 
from  extant  notices,  direct  and  indirect,^  that  Iso- 
crates really  published  a  systematic  *'  Art."  The 
direct  notices  are,  with  one  exception,  of  slight 
interest.  They  inform  us  that  Isocrates^  defiued 
Rhetoric  as  "  the  science  of  persuasion,"  *^  insisted,  iu 

^  As    to    the    TffOWov    ^irtrd^toj  Vita  et  Scriptis,  pp.    21   f.,   which 

(Diog.  L.  II.  65),  see  above,  p.  76 ;  Bernhardy  on  Cic.  Brut.  p.  37  ap- 

as  to  the  supposed  speech  irpbs  £0-  pears  to  think  of  weight. 

Owov  (Ar.  ^Bh.  ii.  19)  see  below.  *  The  direct  references  to  the  lost 

5  Quintil.  Irist,  ii.  15  §  4.  T^vt;    are    collected    by    Benseler, 

*  Photins,  cod,  260.  yeypcup^vcu  Isoer,  vol.  ii.  p.  276.  They  are  the 
8i  a^by  rlxyriv  fniropiK^  Xiyovaiv,  references  noticed  here.  Besides 
ijv  Kcd  ijfieis  Urfiev  toO  dvSpbs  hri,ypa-  these,  Sauppe  has  brought  together 
^fiivriv  T^  6v6fMTt.  ol  Sk  ffvyaair/iffei  ten  other  instances  in  which  he 
fiaXKw  tj  rlxvi)  "xpiiaaadai  icard  roifi  believes  that  he  has  discovered  aUu- 
\byo\n  rbv  ILvipa  ^cl.  sions  to  the  treatise.     All,  or  most, 

*  Spengel,   <ri;i'a7aryfy  rexvUy,   pp.  of  these  are,  however,  doubtful.     See 
154-172 :  Sauppe,  0,  A,  ii.  p.  224.  Sauppe,  0.  A,  ii.  pp.  224  flf. 
Sauppe  denies  all  force  to  the  ob-  *  Sextus  Empiricus,   irpbs    fiaSrjfi, 
jections  of  I.  G.  Pfund,  de  Isocratis  ii.  §  62,  p.  801  F:  ^IffoKpdrtit  <fni<rl 
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reference  to  forensic  speaking,  on  the  importance  of 
taking  up  a  strong  position  in  that  general  statement 
of  a  case  (/carao-Tao-A?  ^)  which  precedes  the  detailed 
narrative  of  facts,  as  well  as  on  the  need  of  com- 
prehensiveness in  the  narrative  (StiyTiyo-t?)  itself ;  ^^ 
and  observed  on  the  dislike  of  "  Atticists  "  to  coining 
new  words.*  The  only  citation  more  precise  and 
satisfactory  than  these  is  made  by  Maximus  Planudes/ 
"  We  learn,''  he  says,  "  from  the  Art  of  Isocrates  what 
kind  of  diction  is  called  pure ;  for  that  writer  has 
been  so  attentive  to  purity  of  style  as  to  give  in  his 
own  treatise  such  precepts  as  these  upon  the  sub- 
ject : — '  In  composition,^  vowels  must  not  clash,'^ 
for  that  ^as  a  lame  effect;  nor  is  it  well  to  begin 
and  end  with   the  same   syllable,  as  eiirovaa  aa<l>rj, 


fiTjSiy  AXKo  iTirriScOeiif  Toi>s  fn^opas  ^ 
iTiariiii-nv  TeiOovs,  Quintilian, 
indeed,  states  .that  Isocrates  said, 
*'esse  rhetoricen  persuadendi  opi- 
ficem,  id  est  tciOovs  Stjfuovpyiif " : 
Inst.  II.  15.  §  4.  But,]  as  Sauppe 
observes,  Sextus  is  probably  the 
more  accurate.  The  definition  men- 
tioned  by  Quintilian  is  known  to 
have  been  given  by  Corax  and  Tisias 
(Spengel,  <rway.  p.  34)  and  is  ascribed 
by  Sextus  himself  to  Xenocrates. 

^  Max.  Planudes,  scllolia  on  Her- 
mogenes,  Tcp2  IdeQv  /3',  in  Walz  Hhd, 
Oraec.  v.  551.  /rardtrraa-ij  is  here 
what  Dionysius  calls  xphOcca : — 
that  general  setting  forth  of  the 
matter  in  hand  which  usually  comes 
(at  least  in  the  speeches  of  Lysias) 
between  the  exordium  {TpooLiuov)  and 
the  detailed  narrative  :  (ical  itm 
fu06piov  airrt}  ixarilpai  rwv  Ideuv  Cn 
t6l  ToXXd  ij  irp6de<n%  :  Lys.  c.  17). 

^  Syrianus,  scholia  on  the  ard^ets 
of  Hermogenes,  in  Walz  Hh,  Or,  iv. 
302. 

^  ol  *ATTucurraX    xarreXwf  drorpi' 


Tov<ri  T08  dyofMTOwoieiv  koI  fiivois  Tpoa- 
Tdrrovai  Kexp^^^cu  rati  elprffiiiKus 
yj^eai  Kcd  ToU  TerayfUvw.^  dydfiaaw, 
on  4>V^^  'la^oKpdrrii  :  Max.  Planudes 
(ace.  to  the  Par.  ms.),  Walz  Hh,  Or, 
y.  498.  It  is  no  rash  assumption  of 
Benseler's  {Isocr,  11.  276)  that  this 
remark  must  have  occurred  in  the 

*  Walz  M.  Or,  v.  p.  469. 

erra  /*•?/  (rviiTifrreiv^  k.t,\.  The 
words  h  rj  ftkv  X^^et  are  opposed  to 
dvbiiaTi  di  xp^^^y  K,T.\.,  lower 
down.  A^^is  means  here  the  style  of 
composition^  as  contrasted  with  6vb- 
fiara,  the  dictum, 

*  Dionysius  {de  Isocr,  c.  2)  says 
that  Isocr.  deprecates  (rapcurerrat) 
T&v  if>iavitivTta¥  tAj  Ta/>aXXi^XovT 
6iff€iSf  ws  Xvoi^as  rd$  dpfiovias  rQ>v 
ijfXJ^v  KoX  rifv  Xeidrtfra  tCjv  {^dbrfytiiP 
\vfuupofjLipas,  The  "injury  to  the 
smoothness  of  the  sounds  "  is  what  is 
meant  by  the  lameness — unevenness — 
spoken  of  here. 
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Apo« 
phthegms. 


r]KiKa  KoXdf  evOa  ©aX^9 ;  or  to  put  the  same  con- 
junctions close  together,  making  the  latter  answer 
immediately  to  the  former.^  As  to  particular  words, 
use  those  which  are  figurative,  but  not  harshly  so ; 
or  which  are  noblest — least  artificial — most  familiar. 
In  short,  your  prose  must  not  be  prose, — that  is  dry  ; 
nor  metrical, — for  that  betrays  art ;  but  tempered 
with  all  manner  of  rhythms,  especially  iambic  or 
trochaic.  In  narrative,  set  the  first  incident,  the 
second,  and  the  rest,  in  regular  sequence.  Do  not 
pass  to  a  fresh  point  before  you  have  done  with  the 
first,  or  then  come  back  from  the  end  to  the  begin- 
ning. Let  your  separate  thoughts  be  severally 
completed  and  rounded  off'"  These  rough  notes — 
for  they  are  no  more— doubtless  represent  the  sub- 
stance of  precepts  which  Isocrates  really  gave  at  least 
orally*  to  his  pupils,  whether  their  present  form  is, 
or  is  not,  that  in  which  they  were  actually  put  forth 
by  him. 

There    is    nothing   to  prove  that    any    of    the 
numerous*  apophthegms  ascribed  to  Isocrates  were 


^  KoX  Toin  awSifffiovs  roi)s  ai^rot/s 
/A^  <rif¥€yyvs  ndivox  koX  rl»  hrdfieyov 
rd}  ijyovfAivtfi  e^in  iMrairoMhvou.,  For 
instance,  if  two  consecutive  sentences 
began  with  iirel  ydp,  the  second 
hrel  would  be  itrraTodedofiivoi',  in 
regard  to  the  first,  —  "made  to 
answer  to  it,"  placed  in  the  same 
position  in  the  sentence.  Such  re- 
petitions, the  rule  says,  ought  not  to 
be  made  tMOt — i.e,  without  a  certain 
intenraL 

•  Of.  Epist.  VI.  §  8  QJytw) :  Pan- 
athen,  §  236.  Cicero  says,  "  We  find 
no  Art  which  is  ascertained  (consUt) 


to  be  by  Isocrates  himself,  though  we 
meet  with  many  technical  writings 
by  his  disciples  "  [e.g.  Ephorus,  Nau- 
crates] :  de  Invent,  ii.  7.  Aristotle, 
ap,  Cic.  Brut,  §  48,  says  that  Iso- 
crates, on  giving  up  forensic  work, 
betook  himself  wholly  ad  arUs  cam- 
ponendas.  Blass  thinks  {Att.  Ber,  ii. 
98)  we  may  understand  this  of  collect- 
ing  notes,  rules,  etc.,  on  the  theory 
of  Rhetoric — not  of  writing  a  forma] 
treatise. 

'  Benseler   has    collected    thirty- 
seven  :  Isocr,  vol.  ii.  pp.  276  ff. 
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taken  from  writings  of  his  now  lost.^  Many  of  these 
apophthegms  are  mere  repartees  in  conversation ; 
others  are  maxims  of  morality  or  prudence  which 
may,  of  course,  have  been  found  in  books,  but  which 
are  in  no  instance  quoted  from  any  particular  book. 
The  average  quality  of  the  sayings  may  be  judged 
from  a  few  specimens.  On  being;  asked  how  he,  who 
was  no  public  speaker,  could  teach  others  to  speak, 
he  answered  that  a  whetstone  cannot  cut,  but  can  fit 
iron  to  do  soj^ — A  father  having  said  that  he  never 
gave  his  son  any  companion  but  a  slave, — "  Well 
then,"  Isocrates  answered,  "  you  will  have  two 
slaves."  ^  "  If  you  have  a  fair  body  and  an  ill  mind, 
you  have  a  good  ship  and  a  bad  pilot."  * — "  Jhe  root 
of  learning  is  bitter,  the  fruit  sweet."  ^  On  beings 
asked  in  what  the  industrious   differ  from  the   in- 


dolent, he  said — "As  the  pious  from  the  impious — 

in  good  hopes!"  '  "" 

It  would,  of  course,  be  idle  to  inquire  what 
proportion  of  these  sayings  is  genuine.  A  master  of 
neat  expression,  who  was  at  the  same  time  singularly 
sententious,  could  not  fail  to  be  credited  with  many 
such  ^vtayjiL  as  those  with  which  the  Ad  Demonicum 


^  One  disputed  instance  must, 
however,  be  noticed.  Arist  Khet, 
II.  19 :  KoX  €l  Totj  x^^P^x*"'  ***^  ijrroiFi 
Kal  dippoveffT^pois  Swardff  Kal  roh 
ivayriois  frnXKof  Cxnrep  koI  *Iffo- 
Kpdrtjs  iifnj  Betfbv  eXvcu  el  6  fjukv  "EC- 
Swos  ifiadev,  airrbs  Si  jjl^  Swijcrcrat 
evpety,  Bonseler  {de  hiatu^  p.  56) 
thinks  that  this  quotation  is  from 
a  lost  speech  of  Isocrates  rpds  £0- 
dwov^  and  that  our  Or.  xxi.  irp6j 
'RvBOvow  has  been  falsely  attributed 


to  him.  But,  as  Sauppe  (0.  A,  11. 
227)  says,  it  is  more  natural  to  sup- 
pose that  the  saying  quoted  by  Aris- 
totle referred  to  rhetorical  skill  gener- 
ally, not  to  the  arguments  bearing 
on  any  special  lawsuit. 

2  Plut  Mor.  888  E. 

3  [Plut.]  rut,  X.  OraU. 

*  Anton.  Meliss.  p.  66. 

*  Hermog.  i.  22. 

*  Steph.  ApophthegmcU,  p.  697. 
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abounds,  and  for  which  the  Greek  taste  received  a 
new  impulse  from  the  Peripatetics.^ 

'  **Neque  exstare  (magnum  nu-  quo  Graeci  indc  a  peripateticorum 
merum  apophthegmatum)  in  tanti  disciplina  talia  colligerent  alacritate 
nominis  isocratei  claritate  et  studii      mirum  est."     Saupi)e,  0.  A.  ii.  227. 


CHAPTER  XIX 


IS  A  E  US 


LIFE 


The  silence  which  surrounds  the  life  of  Isaeus,  in 
contrast  with  the  reputation  of  his  work,  has  a 
meaning  of  its  own.  Dionysius,  in  setting  forth 
those  few  and  barren  facts  which  the  Augustan  age 
could  discover  to  his  search,  unconsciously  indicates 
the  chief  cause  of  their  scantiness.  "  I  cannot  tell," 
he  says,  "what  were  the  politics  of  Isaeus,  —  or 
tvheiher  he  had  any  politics  at  all"^  Unlike 
Antiphon  or  Andocides,  unlike  even  Lysias  or  Iso- 
crates,  Isaeus,  so  far  as  is  known,  had  no  definite 
relation,  literary  or  active,  with  the  aflFairs  of  Athens. 
Nothing  could  better  illustrate  the  workings  of  that 
deep  change  which  was  passing  over  the  life  of 
Athens  and  of  Greece.  Half  a  century  earlier,  a 
citizen  with  the  like  powers  could  not  have  failed  to 
find  his  place  in  the  history  of  the  city;  and  a 
resident  who,  like  Lysias,  did  not  possess  the  citizen- 
ship, would  at  least  have  left  some  evidence  of  his 
interest  in  Athenian  or  Panhellenic  affairs,  even  if  it 

^  Dionys.   Isae,  c.   1,  o^di  "wcpl  rijs      ix^) '  ^^^^  ^PXh^  *^  TpoetXerb  riva  roXt- 
Tpoaipiaeun  rOfv  ToKircvfidTtaif  (eirco'       relay. 
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had  not  been  his  fortune  to  impeach  an  Eratosthenes 
or  to  address  the  Greeks  at  Olympia.  But,  with  the 
progressive  divergence  of  Society  from  the  State,  the 
separation  of  the  man  from  the  citizen  naturally 
expressed  itself,  not  merely  in  apathy  or  in  organised 
frivolity,  but  also,  and  with  a  graver  meaning,  in  the 
clearer  definition  of  all  those  pursuits  which  could  be 
called  professional.  "  Let  the  ecclesia  be  the  care 
of  the  statesmen—^my  profession  is  to  write  for  the 
courts '' ; — this  is  what  the  life  of  Isaeus,  by  the  fact 
that  it  is  almost  hidden,  declares.  That  change  has 
set  in  which  is  to  lead,  without  a  break,  from  the  old 
life  of  the  republics  to  a  cosmopolitan  Hellenism,  and 
thence  to  the  modern  world. 

The  date  of  his  birth  can  only  be  guessed  from 
the  dates  of  his  works.  Of  those  extant  speeches 
which  can  be  placed  chronologically,  the  earliest 
(Or.  v..  On  the  Estate  of  Dicaeogenes)  may  be 
assigned  to  390  B.C.;  the  latest  (Or.  vii..  On  the 
Estate  of  ApoUodorus)  to  353.  In  366  his  reputa- 
tion was  fully  established.  The  conjecture  which 
v  places  his  birth  about  420  B.C.  is  probably  not 
far  wrong.  ^  One  account  represents  Isaeus  as  a 
Parentage.  Chalcidiau,^    another    as    an    Athenian ;  ^    and    the 


Probable 
date  of 
birth. 


1  Hermann  Weifisenborn,  in  his 
excellent  article  on  Isaeus  in  Ersch 
and  Gruber's  Encydopaedia^  sect  ii., 
part  88,  pp.  286-810,  takes  01.  90 
(420-417  B.C.)— assuming  (rightly,  I 
think)  that  Or.  v.  belongs  to  890  B.C. 
Independently  of  that  assumption, 
howeyer — since  at  all  events  we  have 
Or.  X.  in  384  B.C. — 420  must  be  near 
the  mark. 

a  [Plut]   ViL   Ime.  and  VU,  De- 


mosth. :   Demetrius    ap,    Suid.    and 
Harpocr.  :  Photius  cod,  263. 

*  Suidas  s,v.  'lo-aros :  Hermippus 
(see  above,  p.  12)  ap,  Harpocr. — 
Dionysius  gives  the  preference  to 
this  account :  dc  Isae.  c.  1  *k$ripaios 
fyf  rb  yifoi*  (bs  Si  irepoi  yp6.<f>ov<ri, 
Xa\irtdet/s.  The  anonjrmous  Tiptn 
*WcUov  is  taken  almost  wholly  from 
Dionysius,  our  earliest  source,  to 
whom  the  Plutarchic  Life  also  owes 
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theory  which  harmonises  these  statements  by  sup- 
posing the  family  to  have  migrated  from  Chalcis  to 
Athens  becomes  something  more  than  a  mechanical 
compromise  when  it  is  recollected  that,  in  411, 
Euboea  (except   Oreus)  revolted  from  Athens,  and  The  revolt 

^  ^  ^  .  of  Euboea. 

that  at  such  a  time,  residents  in  Euboea  whose 
sympathies  were  Athenian  might  well  have  crossed 
the  Euripus.^  About  509  B.c.,^  after  an  Athenian 
victory  over  the  Chalcidians,  the  lands  of  the 
Chalcidian  Hippobotae,  or  Knights,  had  been  shared 
among  four  thousand  Athenian  cleruchs.*  If  the  ww 
family  of  Isaeus  was  descended  from  one  of  these  dtken? 
settlers,  the  account  which  represents  Isaeus  as  *'  an 
Athenian  by  descent"  would  be  justified,  and  the 
fact  that  the  name  Diagoras,*  attributed  to  his  father, 
is  not  Athenian,  would  be  explained.  It  might, 
indeed,  be  argued  that  the  case  of  Isaeus  is  analogous 
to  that  of  Deinarchus,  who  was  certainly  a  resident- 
alien,  and  who  yet  was  represented  by  one  account 
as  an  Athenian  citizen/  But  the  cases  would  be 
really  parallel  only  if  the  foreign  birthplace  assigned 
to  Deinarchus  had  been  the  seat  of  an  Athenian 
settlement.  Nor  can  abstention  from  political  life  be 
urged  as  disproving  citizenship  in  the  case  of  one 
who  had  a  distinct  and  an  engrossing  occupation/ 

much  :   but  the   Yho^  says  merely  Cox  H\^,  Or.  ir.  494. 

/card  yJv  rivas  *A$7fvalos,  icard  S4  rivas  ^  The  exact  date  is  uncertain :  but 

XaXKideOi.  see  Cox  I.  pp.  xiv.  and  236. 

^  Schumann  pra^f.  vi.  :  Weissen-  '  Her.  v.  77. 

bom  I.  c.     Curtius  approves  :  V.  172  *  Anon.  Biogr.    For  Ata76/xis  Meier 

(Ward).  For  the  revolt  of  Euboea,  see  {ap.  Weissen  bom  /.  c.)  proposed  'I<ra- 

Thuc.  VIII.  95.    Chalcis  was  the  place  y6pas. 

where  the  remnant  of  the  Athenian  *  [Plut.]   VU.  Din,  u)s  lUv  rwcSf 

ships  sought  refuge.  Athenian  cleruchs  iyxft^ptoit  u^f  9^  Tiai  do/ce?,  KoplvOiot, 
had  held  Oreus  since  the  reconquest  *  Westermann    and    Weissenbom 

of  Euboea  by  Pericles.     Thuc.  i.  14  :  think  that  Isaeus  was   somehow  a 
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Hiseduca-  In  400  B.C. — when  Plato  was  twenty-nine  years 
old,  Isocrates  thirty -six,  and  Lysias  fifty -nine  (or, 
according  to  the  modern  view  of  his  birth -date, 
forty -four  at  most),^  Isaeus  was  probably  about 
twenty.  That  subtle  and  eager  mind,  destined  to  a 
narrow  field,  may  well  have  had  its  early  place  in 
the  most  liberal  converse  that  Athens  could  aJBTord." 
But  the  only  master  to  whom  Isaeus  is  given  as 
pupil  by  a  tradition  at  once  definite  and  trustworthy 

iflocrates.  is  Isocratcs.  Their  intercourse  may  be  referred  to 
the  years  393-390,  when  Isocrates  was  just  begin- 
ning to  teach,  or  when  Isaeus  was  about  to  enter  on 
his  own  career  as  a  writer  of  speeches  for  the  law- 
courts.  Both  these  facts — that  the  teacher's  manner 
was  not  matured,  and  that  the  discipleship  must 
have  been  comparatively  short — may  help  to  explain 
why  Isaeus  kept  so  few  traces  of  Isocratic  expres- 
sion. As  we  shall  see,  however,  the  Isocratic  in- 
fluence on  Isaeus  may  clearly  be  traced  in  another 
province — in  his  handling  of  subject-matter.^     Iso- 

citizeD.    Schiifer  assumes  the  reverse,  whence  Photius  gets  it. 

when  he  says  {Dtm,  u.  seine  Zeity  i.  Now,     I     strongly    suspect    that 

255)  that  to  Isaeus  *'as  an  alien,  the  Photius  has  misconstrued  the  passage 

public  career  was  closed  " :  and  Blass  in  the  Plutarchic  Life.     It  says  of 

favours  the  latter  view  {Att,  Ber,  ii.  Denwfttheius  : — <rxoX(£^(wy    *I<ro#rpdTet, 

464).  &i  Tiv€i  HtftaaaVf  ws   di   ol   TXct^rrot, 

*  Vol.  I.  p.  142.  *Iaal(fi  rtfi  XaXict5»,  5t  ^v  ^laoKpdrovs 

*  awryiv€TO  S^  toU  dplffroii  tCjv  fiaOrfn^if  didyoyri  iif  ^AO-^^vaii,  ^Xwk 
^Xoffd^xaVf  Hermippus  op.  Dionys.  QovKvSiSrjy  Kal  RXdrb^vo,  f  nvn 
laae.  1.  I  should  certainly  hesitate  cItov  irpovfyovfjjvias  aurdi^  ax°'^^^^'" 
to  infer — as  Weissenbom  and  Meier  Grammatically,  the  clause  ^y^XcDk, 
do — that  Isaeus  had  been  a  disciple  k.t.X.^  might,  of  course,  be  connecteil 
of  Socrates.  with  is  ^v,  k.t.X.  :  Photius  so  took  it ; 

Curtius  says  that  Isaeus  **  connected  and  hence  the  error.     Manifestly  ^- 

himse/f  with  Plato*'  (v.  172,  Ward),  Xwv,  etc.,  is  meant  to  refer  back  to 

and  so  Weissenbom.    The  authorities  Demosthenes,     He  is  the  **  student  of 

for  this  (so  far  as  they  are  known  to  Plato  and  Thucydides." 

me)  are  (1)  Phot.  cod.  265,  p.  1472  ^    The  authorities  for  Isaeus  hav- 

R,    and    (2)    [Plut.]    Vit.   Demosth,  ing  been  the  pupil  of  Isocrates  are 
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crates  asserts  that,  of  all  the  numerous  writers  of 
speeches  for  the  courts,  no  one  was  ever  honoured 
with  pupils.^  If  Isaeus  had  been  the  pupil  of  Lysias,  Lysias. 
at  least  one  notable  exception  would  have  been 
established.  It  is  worth  observing,  however,  that  /. 
the  best  authority  speaks  of  Isaeus,  not  as  the 
scholar,  but  as  the  student  of  Lysias;  and  this  is 
undoubtedly  the  true  account." 

Isaeus,  like  Antiphon  and  Lysias,  was  a  profes-  Forensic     -^ 
sional  writer  of  forensic  speeches.     But  a  comparative  isaeus— 
survey  of  their  work  brings  out  one   striking   dif- 
ference.     Antiphon    was    occupied    chiefly,    Lysias 
laro^ely,  with   Public   Causes.     Isaeus  was   occupied  almost 

®     -^^  .  ,  -^     .     wholly  in  "^ 

almost  exclusively  ^  with  Private  Causes.     These  Pri-  Private 

Causes. 

vate  Causes  were,  moreover,  principally  of  the  class 
with  which  Demosthenes  also  was  so  much  engaged, 
and  for  which  Isocrates  reserves  his  principal  con- 
tempt,— claims  to  property  or  money  between  man 
and  man.*     The  Practical  Rhetoric,  at  first  busied 


Hermippus  (a  strong  witness)  in  his 
book  on  the  disciples  of  Isocrates 
(Harpocr.  s.  v.  'I<raTot,  Dionys. 
Jsa^:.  1) :  [Plat.]  Fit.  Demosth.t — in 
Vit.  Isaei  the  text  is  doubtfal :  and 
Suid.  s,v,  ArjfjLOffdivTis. — Schdfer  (i. 
255)  questions  the  tradition,  notic- 
ing the  dubious  wt  S^  riyh  (paai  in 
[Plut.]  Fit,  isocr.— Ben8eler(p.  192), 
applying  the  hiatus-test,  puts  the 
discipleship  only  a  little  before  360, 
when  Isaeus  was  past  50  :  but,  as  we 
shall  see  below,  that  test  breaks 
down. 

*  Antid,  (Or.  xv.)  §  41 :  irafirXij- 
dcii  elaiv  ol  wapaaKevd^ovres  ro«)j  \6yovi 
ToTs  iv  ToU  SiKaaTTipLois  dywyi^ofiivois. 
toOtcjv    fikv    Toivuv    Toao&ruv    Hyrutv 


Tuv  '^^iw  flip  OS, 

'  Dionys.  Isac.  2,  x<*P*'"^P**  ^^  ^^•' 
Awrlov...i^\(>j<r€  (copied  in  the  Tiuos 
*I(Talov) :  c.  20,  iiiktoHiv,  In  [Plut.] 
Vit,  Isae,  the  ordinary  reading  gives 
axo\daas  Awrl^^  but  should  perhaps 
be  emended  to  o-xoXicraj  {jUv  'I<ro- 
Kpdreif  lyiXiixras  5^]  Avfflay,  as  Schafer 
suggests  {Dem,  i.  256  n.):  or  axoXdaas 
['I(roKpdret,  foiKe  fidXtffra]  Awrl^, 
From  the  pseudo-Plutarch  Photius 
cod.  263  took  his  Avalov  Si  iyivero 
fxaOTfTi^Sf  o5  Kal  naBrfHii  ixPVf^^'''^^^' 
See  Blass,  AtL  Bcr,  11.  456. 

*  See  below,  ch.  xxi.  ad  init. 

*  Isocr.  Paneg,  [Or.  iv.]  §  11,  roj)j 
dyCjvas  roirs  ircpl  tQv  ISlutv  ffvfi^o- 
Xalwp  :  so  Antid,  [xv.]  §  3,  etc. 
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chiefly  with  the  graver  interests  of  the  civic  life,  had 
thus  in  the  course  of  its  development  come  to  em- 
brace the  smaller  interests  so  completely  that  it  could 
find  in  these  a  distinct  and  definite  field.  Among 
the  twelve  extant  Speeches  of  Isaeus  —  since  the 
fragment  "For  Euphiletus"  is  now  counted  as  the 
twelfth — four  are  of  uncertain  time.  The  remaining 
eight  may  conveniently  be  arranged  in  two  groups,  as 
they  precede  or  follow  the  central  event  in  the  life  of 
Isaeus — his  connexion  with  Demosthenes.  The  first 
First  group  group  wiU  comprisc  the  Fifth  Oration,  On  the  Estate 
peec  es  ^j  Dicacogencs,  390  b.c.  ;  the  Tenth,  On  the  Estate  of 
Aristarchus,  377-371  B.C.  ;  the  Eighth,  On  the  Estate 
of  Ciron,  375  B.c.  ;  and  the  Ninth,  On  the  Estate  of 
Second  Astyphilus,  369  B.c.  The  second  group  will  comprise 
^"^'  the  Sixth  Oration,  On  the  Estate  of  Philoctemon,  364- 
363  B.C. ;  the  Eleventh,  On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias, 
359  B.C. ;  the  Second,  On  the  Estate  of  Menecles, 
354  B.C. ;  and  the  Seventh,  On  the  Estate  of 
ApoUodorus,  353  b.c.  The  First  and  Third  Orations, 
On  the  Estates  of  Cleonymus  and  Pyrrhus,  may  prob- 
ably be  referred  to  the  later  period. 
Isaeus  and  Demosthcues  was  born  in  384,  and  came  of  age  in 
stheues.  366.  Bcforc  attaining  his  majority  he  had  resolved 
on  the  contest  with  the  guardians  who  had  abused 
their  trust.  The  two  orations  Against  Aphobus 
belong  to  363  B.C. ;  the  two  orations  Against  Onetor 
to  362.  Now,  in  366,  Isaeus  must  have  been  known 
for  upwards  of  twenty  years  as  a  successful  writer  of 
forensic  speeches,  and  also  as  a  master  of  Attic  law, 
especially  in  the  department  of  claims  to  property. 
No  one  could  be  better  fitted  to  arm  Demosthenes  for 
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his  first  encounter.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
Demosthenes  had  recourse  to  the  aid  of  Isaeus. 
Afterwards,  when  that  relative  obscurity  in  which 
the  critics  left  the  elder  orator  was  hardly  broken 
save  by  this  stray  gleam  from  the  glory  of  the 
younger,  friendly  biographers  naturally  welcomed 
everything  that  could  add  brightness  to  the  borrowed 
ray.^  It  is  due  quite  as  much  to  Isaeus  as  to 
Demosthenes  that  we  should  be  on  our  guard  against 
exaggerations.  According  to  one  story,  Demosthenes, 
on  coming  of  age,  took  Isaeus  into  his  house,  and 
studied  with  him  for  four  years.  ^  He  is  further  said 
to  have  paid  Isaeus  10,000  drachms  (about  £400)  on 
condition  that  the  teacher  should  withdraw  from  a 
school  of  Rhetoric  which  he  had  opened,  and  should 
devote  himself  wholly  to  his  new  pupil.  ^  "  It  was  a 
close  personal  relation,"  writes  a  brilliant  historian, 
*'into  which  they  entered,  an  intellectual  armed 
alliance,  in  order  with  their  united  strength  to  carry 
on  the  contest  of  vengeance  which  Demosthenes, 
like  the  Heroes  of  ancient  mythology,  undertook 
against  the  desolaters  of  his  paternal  home."*  It 
would  be   agreeable  thus  to   conceive    Isaeus,  —  aa 

^  Even  Dionys.  begins :  *I<rcuoj  W,  etc.     Schafer   {Bern,  i.   257)   would 

6  Arjfioirdivovt  KaOriyfjffdfievoif  Kal  dtd  date  the  relation  only  from  866.     It 

TovTo   fidXicra   y€p6fi€uos    repi-  was  only  after  attaining  his  majority 

^ayifli.  and  receiving  the  guardians'  account 

^  *laauoiy  dvaXa^Citu  eli  r^  oULap  that  Demosth.  could  have  resolved 
Tcrporr^  Xp6vou  aOrbu  Siexdvijffe,  /u-  on  the  lawsuit. 
fjMijfievos  alrrov  rods  X67ovf :  [Plut.]  '  [Plut.]  VU.  Isae,  :  Phot,  cod, 
ViL  Dem,  The  same  author  repre-  263.  Curtius  adopts  the  tradition 
sents  these  studies  with  Isaeus  as  (v.  221,  Ward).  Schafer  suggests 
having  begun  while  Demosthenes  was  that  it  may  have  arisen  from  De- 
yet  a  minor  and  living  in  his  mother's  mosthenes  having  made  some  present 
house  :  and  so  Plutarch,  VU,  Demosth,  to  Isaeus  on  winning  the  cause  against 
c.  5 :  Libanius  Vit,  Dem,  p.  3  Aphobus  (Dem,  i.  257). 
(Reiske) :  Suidas  s.   v.   Ari/jLo<r0irriSt  ^  Curtius  v.  220  (Ward). 


y 
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a  Pylades  divided  by  nothing  but,  perhaps,  thirty- 
six  years  from  his  young  partner  in  the  chastise- 
ment of  a  triple  Aegisthus.  Plutarch,  however, 
says  merely  that  Demosthenes  *' employed  Isaeus 
as  his  master  in  Khetoric,  though  Isocrates  was  then 
teaching,  either  (as  some  say)  because  he  could  not 
pay  Isocrates  the  prescribed  fee  of  ten  minae;  or 
because  he  preferred  the  style  of  Isaeus  for  his  pur- 
pose, as  being  vigorous  and  astute"  {Spcumipiov  xal 
wavovpyov).^  The  school  of  Isaeus  is  nowhere  else 
mentioned,-  nor  is  the  name  of  any  other  pupil 
recorded. 

The  Sixth  Oration,  On  the  Estate  of  Philoctemon 
(364-363  B.C.),  falls  in  the  midst  of  those  years  (366- 
362)  which  the  tradition  supposes  Isaeus  to  have 
reserved  for  Demosthenes;  showing  that,  if  Isaeus 
had  no  other  disciples,  he  had  at  least  concurrent 
occupations.  Then  another  version  claims  for  Isaeus 
the  credit  of  having  taught  Demosthenes  gratis.^ 
But  the  decisive  argument  is  furnished  by  the 
speeches  Against  Aphobus  and  Onetor.  These  are 
not  the  compositions  of  one  who  had  given  himself 
wholly  to  the  guidance  of  Isaeus,  who  was  sitting  at 
the  master's  feet,  who  was  working  mider  the  master's 
eye.  On  the  contrary,  these  earliest  speeches  of 
Demosthenes  have  a  stamp  of  their  own  as  marked  as 

^  Pint.  Vit,  ZVnt.  [not  the  psendo-  he  knew  an  Art  of  Bhetorie  (see  ch. 

Plntuvh  in  the  lives  of  the  X.  On-  ttt.  ad  inii,)  to  be  extant  under  the 

tors]  c.  5.  name  of  Isaeus. 

'  Plutarch,    no    donbt,    mentions  *  Soidas  s.  t.  l^oiot:  iroi^irai... 

tmH    'lotMcpdrccf  kqX  'Am^Qtms    nl  ut     Ai^^uwlVnyt     dfua^     rpoarfay%im. 

*I#auMT  among  ro»  €9  Tocr  ot^oXoct  Weissenbom     ^Erseh    and    Gniber, 

tA   fiffi^dcta  rpo&Adtf-ctfrros  {de  glor.  EncycL  IL  xxxTiii.  2S6)  ado|>t3  tbiii 

AHUn.  p.  350  c) :  hot  this  is  Tagne ;  accoont. 
and  need  mean  no  more  than  that 
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it  is  original.  Some  valuable  hints  Demosthenes  un- 
questionably got  from  Isaeus,  and  an  attempt  will  be 
made  presently  to  show  what  these  were.  But  the 
limits  of  the  influence  forbid  us  to  think  that  the 
intercourse  between  Isaeus  and  Demosthenes  as 
teacher  and  learner  can  have  been  either  very  inti- 
mate or  of  very  long  duration.^ 

The  death  of  Isaeus  is  conjecturally  placed  about  Date  of  i^ 
350  B.C.  In  a  general  view  of  his  career,  we  are  irre-  Antipiion 
sistibly  struck  with  a  resemblance  and  a  contrast. 
Antiphon  and  Isaeus  are  brothers  in  accomplishment, 
in  calling,  in  bent  of  genius,  in  subjection  to  the 
general  disfavour  which  recognised  but  survived 
their  success.  Each  was  deeply  versed,  not  only  in 
rhetoric,  but  in  law ;  each,  too,  was  eminent  in  a 
branch — Antiphon  in  the  law  of  homicide,  Isaeus  in 
the  law  of  property.  Each  used  his  art  for  his  client, 
not,  indeed,  without  some  attempt  at  persuasive 
simplicity,  but  with  a  masterful  force  which  rendered 
the  attempt  little,  more  than  a  tribute  to  usage. 
Each  had  a  sinister  reputation  ;  Antiphon  "  lay  under  \J 
the  suspicion  of  the  people  through  a  repute  for 
cleverness,"  and  never  came  before  the  people  when 
he  could  help  itf  Isaeus,  too,  was  deemed  "clever  in  ^ 
elaborating  pleas  for  the  worse  part,"  ^  and,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Greek  Argument  to  his  Oration  On 
the  Estate  of  Nicostratus — and  that  Argument  is  a 
worthless  authority* — there  is  no  evidence  that  he 

^  The  enemy — Pytheas,  as  Dionys.  complimeDt  to  the  discernment  of  his 

Isac,    c.     4    conjectures  —  who    re-  audience, 

preached  Demosthenes  ^-ith  haying  ^  Dionys.  Isae,  4. 

"swallowed     Isaeus    bodily"    {jh»  *  See  the  note  on  it  below,  oh, 

'lerouof  dXov  aeciTtaTai)  paid  a  bad  xxi. 
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ever  spoke  in   a   law-court/     Each   was   the   object 
of  a  public  satire  which  reflected  this  unpopularity ; 
Antiphon  figured  in  the  Peisander  of  Plato  Comicus, 
Isaeus  in  the  Theseus  ^  of  Theopompus.     But,  if  thus 
far  the  personal  analogy  is  close,  there  is  a  strange 
divergence   of  fates   beyond   it.      Antiphon    worked 
patiently,  indeed,  at  his  disliked  and  suspected  calling 
through  long  years  of  judicious  abstention  from  every 
battle-field   of  the   civic   life.     But  his  climax  was 
political ;  the  strife  of  parties  was  the  focus  on  which 
his  disciplined  powers  were  finally  concentrated  ;  and 
when  the  keen  weapon  which  had  so  often  served 
others  was  at  last  bared  in  his  own  hand,  it  was  for 
no  single  combat,  but  for  the  encounter  of  oligarchy 
with  democracy,  for  a  struggle  which  filled  Athens 
with  bitterness,  as  it  drowned  his  own  life  in  blood. 
Isaeus,  subtle  and  patient,  but  not,  like  Antiphon, 
passionate  also,  was  congenially  placed  in  days  when 
an  Athenian  had  ceased  to  be  primarily  a  citizen. 
The  early  application  of  rhetorical  art  to  politics — 
so  natural,    even   so   necessary,   yet   so   crude — had 
long  given  place  to  a  conception  of  the  rhetorical 
province  in  which  politics   made   only  one    depart- 
ment.    With    this  department  Isaeus  recognised — 
probably   with   the   indifierence   of  the  time — that 


^  Schomann  pr<ief,  vi.  (where  his 
''fortasse"  seems  to  leave  the  question 
as  to  Or.  lY.  open  ;  but  see  p.  269  of 
his  Commentary) :  Schafer  Dertu  i. 
254.  Curtius  observes  that  De- 
mosthenes could  learn  little  as  to 
delivery  from  Isaeus,  '*who  himself 
never  came  forward  in  public"  (v. 
226,  Ward). 

«  [Plut.]  VU.  /aa«.— The  idea  of 


the  comedy  was  that  Theseus,  expelled 
from  Athens,  goes  to  Persia.  We 
have  two  lines  of  a  niock- heroic 
speech  ;  predicting  the  wanderings 
of  the  hero,  as  those  of  lo  are  fore- 
told by  Prometheus : — 
fliits  Si  Mi^(uy  ycuay,  iv6a  Kapidfjuav 
ir\€i<TTU)¥  Toceercu  koX  irpd4r(aw  dfivp- 

TdKTIf 

Meineke,  Frag,  Com,  p.  306. 
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he  had  nothing  to  do ;  the  intellectual  ardour  which 
he  clearly  had  was  of  a  kind  that  his  tasks  at  once 
satisfied  and  limited  —  making  it  enough  for  him 
to  live  and  die  the  laborious,  successful,  rather  un- 
popular master  of  Attic  Law;  not  the  first  at 
Athens  who  had  followed  a  calling,  but  perhaps  the 
earliest  Athenian  tjrpe  of  a  professional  man. 
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At  the  condusion  of  his  essay  on  Isaeus,^  Dionjsius 
explains  the  principle  of  selection  which  has  guided 
him  in  this  and  in  the  two  other  criticisms  which  are 
properly  its  companions,  the  essays  on  Lysias  and  Iso- 
crates.  He  has  chosen  men  who  are  not  merely  inter- 
esting in  themselves  but  who  have  a  certain  typical 
significance.  Lysias  is  the  representative  of  those  who 
cultivate  terse,  closely-reasoned  discourse  with  a  view 
to  real  contests,  deliberative  or  forensic  ;  and,  having 
made  a  study  of  Lysias,  he  has  felt  himself  exempted 
from  discussing  in  detail  the  austere  Antiphon,  the 
frigid,  inane  and  ungraceful  Polycrates,  the  correct 
and  subtle  Thrasymachus,  who,  though  inventive  and 
forcible,  is  still  a  merely  scholastic  writer,  the 
artificial  Critias  and  Zoilus,  to  whom,  in  different 
ways,  the  same  general  observation  would  apply. 
Isocrates,  again,  stands  for  all  who  have  succeeded 
in  the  poetical,  the  elevated  and  stately  manner; 
and,  in  like  sort,  absolves  the  critic  frt>m  discussing 
GU>rgias,  "  who  lapses  from  moderation  and  is  every - 

^  Diony&  /ne.  c.  19. 
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where    childish " ;    Alcidamas,    his    pupil,    who     is 
"  somewhat  coarse  "  ;  Theodorus  of  Byzantium,  whose 
technical  inaccuracies  are  not  adequately  compensated 
by  ability,  deliberative  or  forensic,  and  who,  more- 
over, is  antiquated ;  Anaximenes  of  Lampsacus,  who 
aims  at  completeness,   who  would  fain   stand  four- 
square to  rivalries  from  every  quarter,  but  who,  in 
every  kind,  is  weak  and  devoid  of  persuasive  charm ; 
or,  lastly,  those  contemporary  imitators  of  Isocrates, 
in   regard  to   expression,   who    are   confessedly   his 
inferiors,  such  as  Theodectes,   Naucrates,  Philiscus, 
Cephisodorus,  Ephorus,  Theopompus.     But  what  or 
whom  does  Isaeus  represent  except  himself?     Might 
not    he,   if    any   man,   he,   an    exclusively   forensic 
writer,  and  that  in  the  "  plain  "  manner,  he,  the  close 
student  and   direct   imitator   of  Lysias,  have  been 
taken     as     characterised    when  *  Lysias    had    been 
criticised  ?     This  is  the  answer  of  Dibnysius — "  As  Distinction 
to  the  third — Isaeus — if  any  one  were  to  ask  me  why  according 
I   added   him  (to   Lysias   and   Isocrates),  being,  as  nysiut 
he  is,  an  imitator  of  Lysias,  I   should  assign  this 
reason : — Because  I  think  that  the  oratorical  power  |^ 
(Seii/oTiy?)  of  Demosthenes — ^power  which  every  one  ; 
deems  to  have  reached  an  incomparable  perfection —  ! 
took  its  seeds  and  its  beginnings  from  Isojeus}  Y 

The  significance  of  Isaeus,  when  looked  at  closely,  The  esti- 
will  prove  to  be  something  more  independent  and  ™uiSfiJJl. 
substantive  than  this  judgment  seems  to  make  it.   ^°'*' 

^  Dionys.  Isae,  20,  dri  iaol  doicet  -nji  position  of  Isaeus,  Id  respect  of  the 
ArifjLOff04vovs  StivdrrjToSf  ^v  oitOels  power,  the  impressiveness,  of  its 
iimv  dj  01/  TeXiioT&rriw  axcuruv  ofereu  embellishment  (rj  Btiv&rrp-i  r^j 
yeviffdai,  tA  airipfiara  xal  rAf  ifOT<WK€i;^j),  **is]in  truth  a  fountain 
dpx^i  o5roj  6  iv^p  Tapcwrxety.  Cp.  (mry^  rtf)  of  the  faculty  of  Demo- 
id.  c.  3,  where  he  says  that  the  com-  sthenes." 


176 


THE  ATTIC  ORATORS 


CHAP 


Isaeus 
compared 
with 
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Diction. 


But  here,  at  least,  are  two  cardinal  points  for  an 
attempt  to  estimate  the  place  of  Isaeus  in  the  de- 
velopment "^of  Attic  oratory.  We  must  endeavour  to 
determine,  first,  his  relation  to  Lysias ;  secondly,  his 
relation  to  Demosthenes. 

A  comparison  of  Isaeus  with  Lysias  may  begin  in 
the  province  of  expression,  with  its  two  departments 
of  diction  and  composition,  and  thence  pass  to  the 
province  of  subject-matter. 

As  regards  diction,  the  resemblance  is  close. 
Isaeus,  emulous  of  that  persuasive  "  plainness  "  {a^k- 
Xeta)  in  which  Lysias  w^as  so  consummate  an  artist, 
takes  the  first  step  towards  attaining  it  by  imitating 
Lysias  in  the  correctness,  the  conciseness,  the  sim- 
plicity of  his  language.  When  some  errors  of  the 
manuscripts  have  been  amended,^  few  blemishes 
remain  discernible  in  the  purity  both  of  grammar 
and  of  idiom  with  which  Isaeus  writes  Attic.  ^     The 


*  I.  §  1,  porj0€7u  T€  ry  xarpl  rf 
Ttwtiaayjivifi  fic  koX  ifiavrff  where 
we  should  probably  read  porj0€ii'  r  j) 
re :  and  so  in  viii.  §  1,  o^toI  re  tov 
kki^pov  Xayx^i^oiHTiy  wf  iyyirrdTu 
y4povs  6vT€i,  iifAdi  re  if^pl^owriv. 
Similarly,  in  i.  §  48,  a  false  reading 
is  Kal  ¥vv  fjUf  ipovXcTo  '^fiS.i,  instead 
of  Kal  vvv  ip.  rifiSis  fih :  in  II.  §  26, 
lih  avT(}  for  avrifi  lUv  :  in  YI.  §  18, 
'RincHifMiJv  flip  yh,p  i^lta  f-nj  for  *E.  ydip 
i^lu  iikv  irri^  k.t,\. — In  VI.  §  10, 
iTctS^  Si  irpo8iafJi€fiapT^priKev  un  vlby 
elyat  yvi^iop  ^Kn^fuwos  tovtop,  Blass 
{AU,  Ber,  11.  469)  would  read  for  in 
vUtv  eZveu  ypii^top  .£.  tovtoPj  v2ot)s  elvou 
ypTjaiovs — To6ffB€.  In  XI.  §  10,  ijfxeis 
64,  iyu)  Kal  ^pdrios  Kal  2r/>aro«cX^j — 
irap€<TKevdi^oPTo,  the  1st  {)er8.  plur.  is 
no  bold  change. 

Priscian  xviii.  c.  25  says  : — AUiei 


Srap  i\0xi  de/uturo  dicunt.  Isaciis 
etiam  de  praeUrUo  :  Brap  fK$rjj  €lu}$€c 
rap'  iKclvifi  KaTdyeaOai.  Et  ilerum: 
&rap  (XOUf  Tap*  iK€ip<p  KaT7fy6firiP,  Anti- 
quicres  tamen  Sre  (\0oi  de  prueterito 
dicunt.  These  impossible  solecisms 
must  have  been  mere  blunders  of  the 
copyist  for  ^e  iXOoi,  Htc  fK0oi/ju. 

^  One  or  two  instances  of  incor- 
rectness or  inelegance  may  be  noticed. 
(1)  VII.  §  36,  iyu)  toIpvp  fv  ye  rwu  ix* 
iKctpou  doKifia<r0iPTwv  rcxolrfxa: 
**l  have  done  one  at  least  of  the 
things  ciboiU  which  he  had  satisfied 
himself" — i.e.  which  he  felt  sure 
that  I  would  do  [the  speaker  had 
been  saying  that  he  had  been 
approved  by  his  actions,  ^SoKi/iaa' 
fUpoSf  to  the  testator,  as  likely  to  do 
public  services] :  where  we  should 
have    expected    TurrevO^prufP,       (2) 


XX 


ISAEUS— STYLE 


VI 


true  exceptions  to  his  conciseness  are  equally  rare ;  ^ 
and,  if  any  one  would  see  how  remote  is  Isaeus  from  a 
really  inartistic  diffuseness,  he  need  only  compare  the 
oration  On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias  with  two  speeches, 
one  of  them  concerning  the  same  inheritance,  which 
have  wrongly  been  ascribed  to  Demosthenes — the 
speech  Against  Macartatus  and  the  speech  Against 
Olympiodorus.^  In  the  combination  of  brevity  with 
clearness,  Isaeus  stands,  indeed,  next  to  Lysias.  In 
the  avoidance  of  rare  or  poetical  expressions,  of  tropes, 
of  novel  compounds,  or  of  phrases  akin  to  ^comedy, 
the  nearest  rival  of  Lvsias  is  Isocrates:  but  Isaeus 
follows  at  no  long  interval.*     Lastly,  the  diction  of 


U' 


VIII.  §  6,  \h^^v  (Lcog  kqX  yuoLprrtpiav — 
objective  and  subjective  genitives 
harshly  joined.  (3)  I.  §  41,  iiaOiiKai 
...d\f/€vd€is  iT^ifniwaVf  koX  (A  ixkv  rh 
Tapdva¥  oil  yeyofUvaSf  iviiav  S*  oifK 
dpOCjs  ^cPovXevfi/yuy.  (4)  III.  §  35, 
ov  x^^^^^  7i'ii;yai  &n  <f>alv€Tai 
'rr€pt<f>avuit  «r.r.X. 

^  The  clumsy  wordiness  of  a  few 
passages  seems  to  come  from  the 
wish  of  d<p^\€ia :  e,g,  II.  §  38,  BoiJ- 
\o/JM.t  vfjuu  Kal  aOrods  toOtovs  fidprvpai 
vapa<rxi(TBai^  Kal  i/jiol  fJuoLprvpovvrat 
fpytfi  Kal  0^  X<^yv,  i^  Cjv  fTpa^of  aiJrof, 
drt  iyu)  TdXTjOr}  Xiyu,  cf.  ib.  §  18: 
VII.  §  14,  ' ATo\\oS<jl>p(fi  ydp  fjf  vl6y, 
bv  iK€ivof  Kal  ifffKCt  Kol  dt'  ivtfieXelas 
flxev,  Cxrvcp  koI  trpotriJKOv  ^v.  On 
the  other  hand,  Isaeus  never  repeats 
himself,  as  Lysias  sometimes  does, 
tlirough  the  desire  of  ]>arallelism. 

-  XLIII.  vpbs  lioKdpraTw :  XLVIII. 
Kard  ^0\vfiwiod(bpov  /SXd/Sijf.  See 
Schiifer,  Dem,  u.  seine  Zeit,  iii. 
Append.  5,  6,  pp.  229-241 :  who 
thinks  that  they  are  by  the  same 
hand.  The  Hagiiias  of  Isaeus  and 
the  MaairtcU^cs  have  to  do  with  the 
same    inheritance.       Isaeus    begins 


(XI.  §  8)  "Hagnias,  Eubulides, 
Stratius  (uncle  of  Hagnias),  and 
myself,  are  sons  of  cousins": — the 
pseudo  -  Demosthenes  goes  through 
the  entire  stemma  of  the  Buselidae 
(§§  19-21).     Cf.  Blass,  ii.  470. 

'  A  few  exceptions  may  be  noticed : 
— 1.  Rare  or  poetical  expressions : 
ax^rXtos  (xi.  §  5),  dvalpeaOcu  (ll.  §  25), 
6  i¥  "AtSou  (II.  §  45) :  dirtxn/Xoj'  (v. 
§  30):  Xviudv€<TeaL  (vi.  18). —2. 
Tropes:    Karafl>vy^  t^  iptipdai  /coU 

irapayj/vx^  '''^^  P^^^t  ^^^  of  Adoption 
(ii.  §  13) :  Ppapevrds  in  sense  of 
SiKaffrds  (ix.  §  35) :  fiaprvpia,  = 
fiyrifj.€ia  dperijs,  Y.  §  41 :  SoKifiatrla  in 
general  sense  of  **test,"  vii.  §  34, 
and  so  pdaavoff  ix.  §  29 :  itapopolai 
aXptiv,  to  convict  (the  dead)  of  folly, 
ib.  §  36 :  Ua  airrQiv  iKKh^aipn, 
Ta^rrjv  rV  UpoavXlay,  "that  I 
might  radically  frustrate  this  their 
sacrilege"  {i.e.  this  attempt  to  rob 
the  dead,  viii.  §  39) :  A  irapaKaro- 
0ifi€vos  iffuy,  "deposited  in  your 
memories"  (xi.  §  32).  3.  Novel 
compounds :  Ka0iwwoTp6<f>rjKas,  xarc- 
^€vyoTp6if»iKas  (v.  §  43) :  hrowapiaBCjv 
(vill.    §   38):    «foraTCireu5epttaTi7#f6'eu 


278 


THE  ATTIC  ORATORS 


CHAP. 


Composi- 
tion. 


Isaeus,  like  that  of  Lysias,  has  vividness — ivdpyeui — 
aptitude  for  "bringing  under  the  senses  what  is 
narrated."  ^  It  is  when  we  turn  from  diction  to  com- 
position, from  the  choice  of  words  to  the  way  of 
putting  them  together,  that  the  marked  unlikeness 
begins. 

Lysias,  as  we  have  seen,  had  exchanged  the  rigid 
monotony  of  the  old  periodic  writing  for  a  manner 
better  suited  to  real  contests,  for  a  style  more  flexible 
and  more  various,  in  which  the  periods  are  relieved 
by  sentences  not  periodic,  and  the  proportion  borne 
by  one  element  to  the  other  is  determined  by  the 
scale  of  the  subject.  Lysias  was,  however,  fond  of 
antithesis ;  and  the  result  is  that,  while  his  com- 
position as  a  whole  has  variety,  the  structure  of  his 
periods  themselves  is  apt  to  be  too  stiff  and  uniform.- 
Now  Isaeus  is  exempt  from  this  desire  of  formal 
antithesis,  and,  as  a  consequence,  from  this  rigidity. 
His  non-periodic  passages  have  much  of  the  old  "  run- 
ning "  style ;  the  use  of  re  in  linking  clause  to  clause 
is  archaic  ;  ^  and  the  pursuit  of  free  movement  is  occa- 
sionally carried  even  to  an  ungraceful   negligence.^ 


(X.  §  25).  —  4.  Phraaes  akin  to 
Comedy :  ivl  tA  ^iKocrpdrov  f^am-es 
(iv.  §  10) :  iw  Tois  \i6ovpyciots  Kvkw' 
derrcu  (vi.  §  44) :  {nroremaKorci  t-J 
dwOpiifTifi,  of  legacy  -  hunters  (vi. 
§  29) :  oirK  M\/ni(y€  ypOiat  (viii.  §  27). 

»  Vol.  I.  p.  169. 

»  Vol.  I.  pp.  163,  166. 

'  e.g,  II.  §  11,  VI.  §  7,  VII.  §  39, 
viii.  §  18. 

*  See,  e.g.f  vii.  §  5  :  toCtoh  oiwUuf 
6  rariip  KariXire  xoXXi^,  {bare  koI 
XcirovpTctr  fKcurrov  d^waOai  xap* 
v/uw,  rairriv  iK€ivoi  rptU  5rref 
iptlfuuno    Tp6s    dWi^Xovt.       roiruv 


TUP  dCo  TeXeimjo-drrwr,  r.T.X-  Vlll. 
§7:  Kol  iK€ivriv  re  irptip^  rapd.  rj 
yvraiKl  koX  /xerd  ru^r  i^  iKiiwjji 
Tald<a¥j  €K€lviap  re  in  ^unrrap.  In 
the  following  places,  the  extreme 
abmptness  has  the  air  of  an  affecta- 
tion :  VI.  §  3,  ^CKoKTTjfuop  yhp  6 
^JlifHauin  0^os  ^  Xaip€ffTpdT(fi  rov- 
rtat'  Zoif^  Si  rd  iavrov  koI  uc^r  a^dp 
Totrjadfiepos  eTiXe&rriaev :  IX.  §  1, 
dSeXip^t  fitK  1j^  o/Mfufyrpios,  S>  dpSpes, 
*A<m!/0tXoj,  oC  iffTip  6  xXifpot*  dxoSi;- 
/it^as  otv  fierd.  tup  els  MtruXi^iyy 
ffTpaTiuTup  ircXeiLTifffCP :  X.  §  3, 
*AplaTapxos  ydp  iji»,  &  ApBpes,  StnraX- 
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Yet,  on  the  whole,  the  composition  of  Isaeus  is  mainly 
distinguished  from  that  of  Lysias  by  the  stamp  of  art. 
The  composition  of  Isaeus  tends  to  keep  the  hearer  s 
mind  at  strain  by  a  continual  sense,  not  merely  of 
earnestness,  but  of  trained  and  confident  skill ;  it 
cannot  be  quite  content  to  forgo  the  advantage 
resigned  by  Demosthenes  and  the  great  deliberative 
speakers — of  seeming  comparatively  artless;  at  the 
same  time,  its  own  eager  strength  renders  it  pro- 
foundly incapable  of  suppressing  tones  which  are 
militant  and  aggressive.  It  is  important  to  see 
clearly  the  general  distinction  between  the  two 
orators : — that,  while  Lysias  is  secure  in  a  modest 
art  of  his  own,  Isaeus  is  halting  between  this  indirect 
art,  in  which  he  is  too  sophisticated  and  morally  not 
fine  enough  really  to  excel,  and  the  direct,  masterly 
art  of  eloquence  to  which  he  has  not  perfectly  attained. 
Good  illustrations  are  afforded  by  those  "  proems,"  or  Proems  of 

TT-  IT  1-  i-i.T\'  Lysias  and 

openmgs,  of  Lysian  and  Isaean  speeches  which  Diony-  isaeus 
sius  has  compared.^     In  the  speech  of  Lysias  "  For  ^^^p*'^* 
Pherenicus,"  ^  an  Athenian  citizen  thus  prefaces  his 
defence  of  his  Theban  friend  : — 

"  I  think,  judges,  I  must  first  tell   you   of  my  1.  Lysias, 
friendship  with  Pherenicus,  lest  some  of  you  should  renicus." 


Xi^tof,     oiJrof  Aa/3f  Sef^aiv^rou  'Ax«/>- 
viia%  dvyar^poLf  if.r.X, 

^  The  three  pairs  of  proems  which 
follow  are  given  by  Dionysios  De 
IsacOf  cc.  6-11,  in  this  order: — (1) 
c.  5,  Isaeus  ''For  Eumathes,"  c.  6, 
Lysias  **For  Pherenicus";  c.  7, 
comments.  (2)  c.  8,  Isaeus  ''Defence 
of  a  Guardian,"  Lysias  **  Against  the 
sons  of  Hippocrates "  ;  c.  9,  com- 
ments. (3)  c.  10,  Isaeus  ''Against 
the    Demesmen,"    Lysias    "Against 


Archebiadea  "  ;  c.  11,  comments. 

Speaking  of  Lysias  and  Isaeus,  Sir 
W.  Jones  says  in  his  Prefatory  Dis- 
course (xi.)  that  it  is  "almost  im- 
possible to  convey  in  our  language 
an  adequate  notion  of  the  nice  dis- 
tinction between  the  different  origin- 
als "  ;  but  this  is  too  strong ;  and 
the  ethical  contrast  in  the  specimens 
taken  by  Dionysius  lessens  the  diffi- 
culty. 

>  Vol.  I.  p.  308. 
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wonder  why  I,  who  have  never  been  any  man's 
advocate  before,  am  his  now.  His  father  Cephiso- 
dotus  was  my  friend,  judges ;  and  when  we  were  exiles 
at  Thebes  I  stayed  with  him — 1,  and  any  other 
Athenian  who  would ;  and  many  were  the  good 
offices,  public  and  private,  that  we  received  from 
him  before  we  came  home.  Well,  when  he  and  his 
son  had  the  like  fortune,  and  came  to  Athens 
banished  men,  I  thought  that  I  owed  them  the 
fullest  recompense,  and  made  them  so  thoroughly 
at  home  in  my  house  that  no  one  coming  in  could 
have  told,  unless  he  knew  before,  whether  it 
belonged  to  them  or  to  me.  Pherenicus  knows  as 
well  as  other  people,  judges,  that  there  are  plenty 
of  better  speakers  than  I,  and  better  experts  in 
affairs  of  this  kind ;  but  still  he  thinks  that  my 
close  friendship  is  the  best  thing  he  can  trust  to. 
So,  when  he  appeals  to  me  and  asks  me  to  give 
him  my  honest  help,  I  think  it  would  be  a  shame 
to  let  him  be  deprived,  if  I  can  help  it,  of  what 
Androcleides  gave  him." 

Now  take  the  opening  of  a  speech  by  Isaeus.^ 

The  speaker,  Xenocles,  is  asserting  the  liberty  of  a 

freedman  named  Eumathes  whom  the  heirs  of  his 

former  master  claimed  as  a  slave : — 

isaeus,  '*  Once,  judges,  on  a  former  occasion,  I  proved 

Eama-       uscfrd  to  Eumathcs  the  defendant ;  and,  on  this,  I 

thes." 

shall  be  justified  in  aiding  you,  as  best  I  can,  to 
rescue  him.  Allow  me,  however,  to  say  a  few  words 
to  guard  against  any  of  you  fancying  that  it  is  in  a 

^  For  a  notice  of  these  and  the  two  following  fragments  of  Isaens,  see 
ch.  XXI.  adfinem. 
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petulant  spirit,  or  in  any  mood  of  aggression,  that  I 
have  meddled  with  his  concerns.  When  I  was 
trierarch  in  the  archonship  of  Cephisodorus,  and 
tidings  came  to  my  kinsfolk  that  I  had  been  killed 
in  the  sea-fight, — property  of  mine  being  then  in  the 
hands  of  Eumathes, — he  sent  for  my  relations  and 
friends,  produced  the  property  which  I  had  en- 
trusted to  him,  and  restored  the  whole  amount 
correctly  and  honestly.  When  I  returned  in  safety, 
I  therefore  became  still  more  intimate  with  him  ; 
and,  when  he  proposed  to  establish  a  bank,  I  made 
him  a  farther  advance.  When,  subsequently,  Dio- 
nysius  claimed  him,  I  vindicated  his  freedom,  know- 
ing that  he  had  been  made  free  in  a  law-court  by 
Epigenes." 

Lysias  wrote  a  defence  ^  for  a  guardian  whom  his 
wards  had  accused  of  abusing  the  trust : — 

**  It  is  not  enough,  judges,  for  guardians  to  have  2.  Lysias, 
all  the  trouble  they  have  from  their  office,  but,  for  the  sods 
keeping  their  friends'   properties  together,  they  are  crates." 
vexatiously  accused  by  the  orphans  in  many  cases ; 
and  such  is  my  case  now.     I  was  appointed  trustee, 
judges,  of  the  estate  of  Hippocrates,  I  managed  the 
property  till  the  sons  came  of  age,  I  handed  over  to 
them  the  money  which  had  been  left  in  my  keeping, 
and  now  they  bring  a  vexatious  and  unjust  lawsuit 
against  me." 

Isaeus,  too,  wrote  a  defence  for  a  guardian  against 
his  ward : — 

"  I  could  have  wished,  judges,  that  the  plaintiffs  isaeus. 
tendencies,  where  money  is  concerned,  had  not  been  of  a 

Guardian." 
^  The  speech  "Against  the  sons  of  Hippocrates,"  vol.  i.  p.  309. 
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SO  discreditable  as  to  engage  him  in  designs  on  the 
property  of  others  and  in  lawsuits  such  as  the 
present.  With  bener  reason  still  might  I  have 
wished  that  my  own  nephew,  the  master  of  a  p «atri- 
mony  ample  enough  for  the  discharge  of  public 
services,  a  patrimony  of  which  you  placed  him  in 
posse^on,  had  looked  after  his  own  fortune  instead 
of  grasping  at  mine.  Thrift  might  have  given  him 
a  bener  name  with  all  men :  and  a  larser  liberalitv 
would  have  made  him  a  bener  cirizen  for  vou. 
Now,  however,  as  he  has  squandered,  mongaged, 
disgracefully  and  miserably  wrecked  his  own  pro- 
perty, and,  trusting  to  cabals  and  clap -trap,  has 
assailed  mine,  there  is  nothing  for  it,  I  suppose — 
however  much  one  may  deplore  such  a  character  in  a 
relation — but  to  meet  his  charges  or  his  irrelevant 
slanders  with  the  most  energetic  reply  that  I  can 
address  to  vou." 

Lysias  supplied  a  defence  ^  to  a  young  Athenian 
who  had  lately  succeeded  to  his  paternal  estate, 
and  who  was  sued  by  one  Archebiades  for  a  debt 
alleged  to  have  been  contracted  bv  the  defendant's 
father : — 
1.  ltbh,  "  As   soon   as   Archebiades    brought    this   action 

Ardbcidk-  against  me,  judges,  I  went  to  him.  represented  that 
I  was  voung.  unskilled  in  such  affairs,  and  not  at  all 
desirous  of  entering  a  law^ourt-  '  I  app»eal  to  you, 
then,'  I  said,  *  not  to  make  capital  out  of  my  inex- 
perience, but  to  take  my  friends  and  your  own  into 
council  and  explain  to  them  how  the  debt  arose.  K 
thev  think  your  storv  true,  vou  shall  have  no  more 

^  The  i^Mcli  "  Agmiuifi  Arcliebi»de&.~  toL  l  p.  509. 
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trouble,  you  shall  get  your  money  and  go  your  way. 
You  ought,  however,  to  give  the  full  and  complete 
story, — since  the  transaction  was  before  my  time, — 
in  order  that  we  may  learn  any  facts  that  we  do  not 
know  before  we  discuss  your  case,  and  so  determine, 
if  possible,  whether  you  are  making  a  dishonest 
attempt  on  my  property,  or  are  trying  to  get  back 
your  own.'  This  was  my  challenge ; — but  he  would 
never  consent  to  have  a  meeting,  or  to  talk  over  his 
claims,  or  refer  them  to  arbitration,  until  you  enacted 
the  law  concerning  arbitrators." 

Isaeus  wrote  a  speech  for  a  man  who  claimed  from 
his  demesmen  a  farm  which  he  had  pledged  to  them ; 
the  speaker  is  supposed  to  be  young  and  untrained 
{ihidyrri^  \  and  he  begins  thus : — 

"  I  should  have  wished,  judges,  if  possible,  not  isaeus, 

.    .  **  Against 

to  be  inj  ured  by  any  of  my  fellow-citizens — or,  at  the  Demes 
least,  to  have  found  adversaries  with  whom  my  con- 
troversy would  have  caused  me  less  disquietude. 
But  now  I  am  in  a  very  painful  situation ;  I  am 
wronged  by  the  men  of  my  own  deme,  whom  I  can 
scarcely  allow  to  rob  me,  yet  with  whom  it  is  dis- 
tressing to  quarrel,  seeing  that  our  common  rites 
must  be  celebrated  in  their  society.  It  is  hard,  of 
course,  to  hold  one's  own  against  a  multitude  ;  num- 
bers are  no  small  help  to  plausibility ;  nevertheless, 
as  I  felt  confident  in  my  case,  though  a  host  of 
trying  circumstances  beset  me,  I  resolved  that  I 
would  not  shrink  from  the  endeavour  to  obtain  my 
rights  by  your  aid.  I  ask  you,  then,  to  be  indulgent 
if,  youthful  as  I  am,  I  have  ventured  to  address  a 
court.     It  is  through  the  fault  of  those  who  wrong 


men. 
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me  that  I  am  compelled  to  take  a  part  so  alien 
from  my  character.  But  I  ^will  attempt  to  set  the 
case  before  you  from  the  outset,  and  in  the  fewest 
words." 

These  examples  will  illustrate  what  it  is  needful 
to  see  clearly — that,  in  matter  of  expression,  the 
diflference  between  Lysias  and  Isaeus  is  one,  not  of 
diction,  but  of  composition.     They  will  always  show 

ftthos  in  how  far,  and  in  what  sense,  Isaeus  sacrifices  6thos  to 
his  more  trenchant  and  metallic  emphasis :  it  is  the 
portrayal  of  the  ingenuous  youth  or  the  plain  man, 
the  IBtdrr)^,  that  is  damaged  in  point  of  art.  So  far 
from  its  being  true  that  6thos  is  wanting  in  the 
speeches  of  Isaeus,  there  is  perhaps  only  one  of  them 
— the  third — in  which  it  is  not  an  efiective  element ; 
and,  in  the  third  speech,  the  reason  of  its  absence  is 
simple — there  is  no  room  for  it :  all  is  argument.  In 
the  moral  persuasion  of  vigorous  insistence,  of 
reasoned  remonstrance,  or  of  just  indignation,  Isaeus 
is  at  least  equal  to  Lysias.  It  is  in  the  attraction  of 
a  guileless  and  gracious  simplicity  that  he  is  inferior. 
Where  Lysias  would  have  said,  It  is  shameful^  Isaeus 
says.  It  is  absurd.^ 

His  use  of         Mention  must  be  made  once  more  of  the  techni- 

Figures. 

]^  cal  distinction  between  "  figures  of  language  "   and 

"  figures  of  thought."  A  "  figure  of  language  "  is  a 
combination  of  words  for  the  artificial  expression  of 
an  idea — as  by  antithesis.  The  object  of  such  a 
figure  is  rhetorical    ornament;  and,  if  the  form  of 

^  VI.    §    1,     deofi^vuv    ro&nav    koL       d^  el  iKeu^a  yJh   {fxifuvw,  pvv  Si  w 
ffvyc^^irXewra  koI    {rweSwrTtrx'lo'CL  Kal       Trcifxffxrju  ffweitreip. 
idXufJLCv  els  roi^  troXe/dovs.     Atottop 
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expression  is  changed,  the  figure  of  language  is  de- 
stroyed.^ A  "figure  of  thought"  consists  in  the 
suggestion  of  an  idea  which  is  itself  artificial,  having 
for  its  object,  not  ornament,  but  ethos  or  pathos — 
moral  persuasion  or  the  excitement  of  emotion.^  If 
the  speaker  prefaces  a  statement  by  asking  the  ques- 
tion which  he  is  himself  about  to  answer  :  if  he  feigns 
perplexity  for  the  sake  of  giving  the  greater  effect  to 
his  own  solution  :  if,  instead  of  relating  what  other 
persons  have  said,  he  introduces  those  persons  as 
speaking  with  their  own  mouths  :  if  he  imagines  his 
adversaries  as  raising  an  objection  which  he  goes  on 
to  refute — these  and  the  like  devices  are  "  figures  of 
thought."  Unlike  the  figures  of  language,  these 
figures  of  thought  are  independent  of  any  form  of 
words ;  the  form  of  words  may  be  changed  without 
affecting  them.  Their  general  tendency  is  to  give 
animation.  The  elder  school  of  Attic  oratory  was 
too  grave  and  too  stately  to  admit  this  animation  ; 
Antiphon,  who  uses  the  figures  of  language  sparingly, 
uses  the  figures  of  thought  hardly  ever.®  That  Ando- 
cides  uses  the  figures  of  thought  so  much,  is  a  strong 
mark  of  his  comparative  modernism  and  of  his 
detachment  from  the  art  of  his  day.*  Lysias,  the 
founder  of  a  style  free  from  the  old  rigour,  had  a 

^  This  is  even  the  criterion  taken  instance  :  the  sentence,  dXX*  1j  ro&rovs 

by  the  rhetor  Alexander  Numenius  yuerairetiirriov    9j    (LXKriv    fi^    iXdrrw 

(flor.  circ,  120  A.D.  under  Hadrian)  ffrpariiiP  ixiire/iirr^oy,  the  "figure  of 

in  his  treatise  irtpl  tQp  ttis  diavolas  language"  (paronomasia)  would   be 

Kol  TTJt  X^|ewj  <rx^/t(£T«i',  c.  1  (JRhet.  destroyed   by  the    mere    change  of 

Grace,  vol.    ill.   p.  10,  Spengel) :  rb  iiriir€fiirr4oy  into  diro(rra\T4op. 
fjL^y  rijs  V^ewj  KiyTfddarjs  rrjs  <rv<rxoi/<n;j  *  Volkmann,  die  Bhet.  der  Oricch, 

rd    (TXVf^    dir6XXur(u ...  ToO    di    rijs  u.    Edm.,    pp.   895,    416.      For    his 

iiavolas  (Tx^Auirof,  kSlu  rd  ivb^tara  kiv^  whole  analysis  of  the  figures  in  both 

Tij,  /cAv  iripois  6p6/xa<rip  i^eviyKiQ  rtj,  kinds,  pp.  396-430. 
rb  axnb  ffx^fia  fUvei.     He  gives  this  '  Vol.  i.  p.  28.  *  ib.  p.  98. 
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reason  of  his  own  for  still  using  the  figures  of  thought 
with  moderation,  namely,  because  they  are  too  sug- 
gestive of  thrust  and  parry,  and,  though  they  may 
serve  ethos,  tend  to  mar  the  special  ethos  at  which 
he  chiefly  aimed,  since  they  present  the  speaker  too 
much  as  a  combatant.     Isaeus,  while  still  desirous  of 
a  persuasive  plainness,  is  also  bent   on  exerting  the 
essential  vigour  of  his  art.     He  has  no  longer,  then, 
the  same  motive    as    Lysias   for   declining    aids    to 
/      vivacity  or  even  vehemence  ;  and  accordingly — while 
he  usually  avoids  the  figures  of  language^  — he  uses 
the   flexures    of    thought-    with    a    freedom     which 
brings  him  decidedly  nearer  than  any  of  his  prede- 
cessors to    the    practice    of   their    greatest    master,' 
Demosthenes.     When  Photius  says  that  Isaeus  "  set 
the   example   of  using  figures,"    irplaTo^   a")(rjfiaTi^€iv 
fip^ro — a  statement  strange  at  first  sight  in  refer- 
ence to  one  who  came  after  Isocrates — this,  it  can 
hardly  be  doubted,  is  the  meaning.* 


1  Snch  '* figures  of  language"  as 
occur  are  chiefly — Antithesis,  as  i. 
§  15,  X.  §  1,— with  parison,  v.  §  39, 
— with  parison  and  paromoion,  v. 
§  44  ;  cf.  VII.  §  44 :  anaphora 
{i^€l\€To  di  tiip  AfifUHcXiovt  76- 
vofJkinf^  ywoMif  d^clXero  6^  xai 
tV  Kriiturod6Tov  /afrip^)  V.  §  9,  VI. 
§  43,  XI.  §  9:  asyndeton  [unlike 
Lysias]  vi.  §  62,  vii.  §  41,  xi.  §  41  : 
polysyndeton,  vii.  §  42. 

'  e.g.  IL  21,  rjSiut  S'  Ap  /loi  Soku 
TO&rov  Tv^iadai  r<H)  ^daxorroi  e2; 
ippomnWf  rlra  voM^cur^ox  ixpV"  ^'"'^ 
rum  <nr/y€pCaif ;  rircpa  r^  ui^r  r^ 
ro&rov ;  dXX'  ode  &y  a^^  (diMcew, 
K.T.X,  (*'hypophora" — suggested  ob- 
jection which  the  speaker  solves) ; 
— ao  V.  §  45,  VII.  §  33,  xi.  25.— v. 
13,  wd$€i  Mcy^^or,   rii^   xnrip  ijfiuw 


re  Ktd  irrkp  avrov  rpdrro^ra,  d  iyta 
alrxwhiJuevos  i^ayKd^ofUJu  &d  rirp 
IkcIpov  irotrnplap  X^yeu»,  —  tI  xoc^cu 
(rhetorical  question,  ip*Smi<n%) ;  so 
VI.  §§  36,  63.— VI.  §  53,  r(ai  dw  rit 
ircpc0(v^<rrr/Mr  i^cXeyx^^V  tA  }f/€vSif 
fu/iaprrvfniKun  ^  ef  ns  ojCrrbm  fpotro' 
*Apdp6K\€u,  rut  oUrda,  jcr.X.  (proe- 
opopoiia) :  so  viii.  §  24. 

'  Cic.  Orator  xxxix.  §  186,  Scd 
senUntiarum  omamenta  [rd  r^  &a- 
polat  (rx^ii^Ta]  maiora  sunt;  quUms 
quia  DemostKmes  freqwentiMsinu 
utiiur,  sunt  qui  puUrU  idcireo  eius 
eloquaUiam  maxime  esse  laudabilem, 
Et  vero  nuUus  fere  ah  eo  locus  sine 
qwxdam  confornuUi43ne  senlenti€ie 
dieiturf  etc 

*  Phot  cod,  263.  After  observing 
that  it  is  hard  to  discern  the  work  of 
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It  remains  to  notice  one  minor  trait  of  the  Isaean  Hiatus, 
composition  which  is  not  without  historical  interest. 
Isocrates,  as  we  saw,  studiously  shuns  allowing  a 
vowel  at  the  end  of  one  word  to  be  followed  by  a 
vowel  at  the  beginning  of  the  next.^  The  fashion 
thus  set  seems  gradually  to  have  found  a  modified 
acceptance  in  contemporary  or  later  prose.  In  the 
earliest  speech  of  Isaeus — ^the  fifth — ^there  is  no  trace 
of  it :  and  in  seven  others  (11.  iii.  iv.  vi.  ix.  x. 
XII.)  there  is  very  little.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
avoidance  of  hiatus  is  marked  in  viii.  (375  B.C.), 
XI.  (359  B.C.),  VII.  (353  B.C.),  and  i.,  as  well  as  in  two 
of  the  longer  fragments ;  ^  though  it  is  nowhere  so 
systematic  as  with  Isocrates.* 

That  divergence  of  Isaeus  from  Lysias  which  thus  Treatment 

.  -  -  /•  1  •  •  #•        of  Subject- 

widens   at  each  step  irom  the  starting-point  of  a  matter. 


Isaeus  from  that  of  Lysias,  TXi^y  kq-tA. 
ye  rods  oxntMTwiJuoifif  Photius  adds — 
Ktd  yd.p  TrpwTOS  *I<reuoj  o^/wiT^ff"' 
iip^aro  Kol  rp^ircip  iirl  rb  iro\LTiKbv  T^y 
didvoiay.  Spengel  {(Tvyayur/ii  rexvCov^ 
p.  181)  explains  the  cxny^rlieiv  by 
that  variety  and  subtlety  in  the 
distribution  and  arrangement  of  all 
the  elements  (including  figures)  of  the 
speech  on  which  Dionysius  dwells 
{de  Isac.  c.  8),  and  which  will  be  no- 
ticed presently.  But  this  explana- 
tion, though  ingenious,  is  strained. 
Photius  rather  means  that  Isaeus 
was  the  first  who  really  used  the 
crxTjAuiTa  of  civil  oratory — the  axfj- 
fiara  diavolas.  This  is  exactly  con-, 
firmed  by  the  striking  remark  that 
Isaeus  was  the  first  who  turned  his 
mind  iirl  rb  TraiXiriKdy,  Blass  {Att. 
Ber.  II.  465)  seems  to  render  the 
words  of  Photius:  —  "He  was  the 
first  to  give  his  thought  an  artistic 
form  ((TX^/MiT/fetv  didyoiav)  and  to 
dress  it  in  tropes  {rpiirew) : — quoting, 


for  rpiiTfiVy  Phot.  cod.  259  (of  Anti- 
phon),  fi^  K€Xpria$aL  rbv  jyfjfropa  rois 
Karii  Sidyoiop  ax'fl/JUtffiy,  dXXA  KarcvOii 
aOrifi  Kal  dirXdarovi  rds  fo^eis  iKt/>i- 
pcaOcu,  rpoT^  Si  koI  iydXKa^iy  othc 
iyfrijffcu  rbv  AvSpa,  «f.T.X.  But  surely 
<rxi7AtoT/feiy  does  not  govern  didyoiew, 
— it  is  used  absolutely ;  and  rphreip 
means  simply  "to  turn.". — As  Blass 
notices,  xoXirwcdj  [add  dyiaviorucbt] 
\6yoi  is  opposed  by  Aristeides  to 
dipeX/ft,  dirXovi :  Ars  Eh.  I.  1. 
Si)eng.  Bh.  Gr.  ii. 

*  Supra,  p.  63. 

2  Those  of  the  Speech  "Against 
the  Demesmen,"  and  of  the  "  Defence 
of  a  Guardian  against  his  Wards  " — 
1  and  2  of  the  Fragments  noticed  in 
Ch.  XXI. 

*  Oration  i.  is,  on  the  whole,  as 
careful  as  any  in  the  avoidance  of 
hiatus ;  yet,  even  there,  in  §  3  we 
read — et  n  ijfuy  ^  ry  irarpl  iyKoXel  r<p 
vfier4fHfif  dir€KplvarOn 
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common  diction  is   found   complete  when   we    turn 
from  the  formal  to  the  real  side  of  his  work.     It  is 
in  the  treatment  of  subject-matter  that  the  distinct- 
ive art  of  Isaeus  is  fully  manifested.     Lysias  adheres 
strictly   to   the   simple   fourfold    partition  —  proem, 
narrative,  proof^  epilogue.     Sometimes   a   narrative, 
properly  so  called,  may  not  be  needed ;    sometimes 
the  narrative  may  be  in  itself  the  proof;  but,  where 
the  four  parts  are  present,  Lysias  keeps  them  dis- 
varietyGf  tiuct  and  in  their  proper  order.^     Isaeus  shows  the 
most  darino^  and  dexterous  increnuitv,  the  most  con- 
sunmiate  generalship,  in  every  novel  adjustment  or 
interfusion  of  these  elements  that  can  help  the  case 
in  hand ;  his  forces  are  moved  with  a  rapidity  and 
combined  with  an  original  skill  which  swiftly  throws 
the  stress  of  the  assault  precisely  on  the  enemy's 
weakest  point  and  assails  it  with  blow  upon  blow. 
Everything  varies   with   the   occasion ;     nothing  is 
managed  by  rule,  yet  all  is  done  with  art — art   of 
which  the  artist  is  not  the  servant  but  the  master.* 

Sometimes  there  is  an  ordinary  proem,  much  in 
the  manner  of  Lysias,  explaining  the  friendship  of 
the  speaker  for  the  litigant '  or  seeking  to  prepossess 
the  court  aorainst  the  adversarv.^  Sometimes  there 
is  no  proem,  properly  so  called.  Thus  the  third  and 
ninth  speeches  open  at  once  with  the  briefest  pos- 
sible statement  of  the   case, — followed,  in  ix.,  by 

*  VoL  I.  pp.  175  f.  in  cc.  14-18. 

'  The    gcwtral    chjincteristics    of  '  t.g.  Or.  nr.  (Xicostntiis)  §  1 ; 

Imeiis,  as  compared  with  Lysi&s,  in  Terr  brief:    Or.   n.    (Philoctemon) 

regard  to  treatment  of  sabject-mAtter,  ^    1-2:     and    the    fragment    For 

are  briefly  noticed  by  Dionysins  Dt  Eomathes. 

Itau  c.  3 :  the  tpedal  characteristics,  ^  €,g.  Or.  i.  (Cleonymns)  ^  2-7  : 

in  regard  to  (1)  narratiye,  (2>  proof,  Or.  viii.  (Cinm)  ^  1-5. 
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a  sketch  of  what  the  speaker  will  go  on  to  prove 
{7rp60€ai<:,  §  1), — in  III.,  by  a  preliminary  argument 
{irpoKaraaKevri,  §§  1-6).  The  same  sort  of  preliminary 
argument  forms  the  opening  of  Or.  v.,  §§  1-4;  and 
immediately  follows  the  recitation  of  laws  which 
introduces  Or.  xi.^  This  bold  abruptness  is  char- 
acteristic of  Isaeus.  The  genuine  forensic  speeches 
of  Demosthenes  show  not  a  single  instance  in  which 
he  ventured  to  dispense  with  a  proem. 

The  narrative  is  sometimes  short/  and  followed  Narrative. 
by  a  separate  argument ;  more  often  it  is  a  long  and 
elaborate  statement  divided  into  sections,  of  which 
the  proofs — from  witnesses,  from  documents  or  from 
laws  —  are  given,  not  collectively  at  the  end,  but 
section  by  section.^  The  sixth  speech,  On  the  Estate 
of  Philoctemon,  is  a  good  example.  Here  the  adver- 
saries (1)  denied  that  the  testator  had  adopted  a  son, 
(2)  asserted  that  he  had  sons  of  his  body ;  and  there 
is  a  corresponding  division  of  the  narrative  into  two 
distinct  parts  (§§  5-7,  §§  18-42),  with  the  proofs 
subjoined.  Will -cases  would  often,  of  course,  in- 
volve such  a  long  and  intricate  narrative ;  it  would 
be  difficult  or  impossible  for  the  judges  to  follow  the 
chapters  of  an  argument  detached  from  the  corre- 
sponding chapters  of  facts ;  but  Isaeus,  in  obeying  a 
necessity,  made  it  a  virtue,  and  carried  to  a  high 

.^  See,  too,  the  fragment  "Against  '  «.gr.  Or.  iii.   (Pjorhus)  §§  1-56: 

Aristogeiton    and    Archippus,"    ch.  Or.  v.  (Dicaeogenes)  §§  6-24 :   Or. 

XXI.  ad  fin,  vii.   (Apollodorus)  §§  6-28.     So  it 

^  e.g.  Or.  x.  (Aristarchus)  §§  4-6.  was   (Dionys.  Isae.   14)  in  the  lost 

So  it  was  (Dionys.  Isae.  14)  in  the  speeches      Against     Hermon,     and 

lost  speeches   Against    Medon    and  Against    Eucleides,     and    in    that 

Against    Hagnotheos,   and    in  that  speech  For  Enphiletus  of  which  a 

speech    Against    the    Demesmen  of  large  fragment  remains, 
which  the  proem  remains. 

VOL.  II  U 
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perfection  the  combination  of  luminous  recital  with 
perspicuous  reasoning.  "Reading  the  narratives  of 
Lysias,"  says  Dionysius,  "one  would  suppose  that 
nothing  was  said  artificially  or  insidiously,  but  eveiy- 
thing  in  accordance  with  the  dictates  of  nature  and  of 
truth, — forgetting  that  the  imitation  of  nature  was 
the  chief  task  of  his  art.  The  narratives  of  Isaeus 
are  apt  to  give  the  opposite  sensation,  and  to  make 
one  fancy  that  nothing  is  spontaneous  or  unpre- 
meditated, even  when  things  are  related  as,  in  fact, 
they  happened.  All  seems  the  result  of  artifice  ;  all 
seems  contrived  to  deceive,  or  to  secure  some  sort  of 
underhand  advantage.  Lysias  will  be  believed  even 
when  he  lies ;  Isaeus  will  not  be  heard  without  sus- 
picion even  when  he  tells  the  truth."  ^  Dionysius 
greatly  over-colours  the  contrast, — as  he  sometimes 
does  through  that  solicitude  for  "  the  meanest  capacity  " 
which  belongs  to  his  eager  and  genial  interpretation ; 
but  the  main  point  is  clear — the  consummate  and 
victorious  art  which  he  finds  in  the  narrative  of 
Isaeus.  Now  here  ^'e  may  almost  certainly  recognise 
a  practical  lesson  which  Isaeus  owed  to  Isocrates — 
whose  teaching  in  the  matter  of  expression  had  in- 
fluenced him  so  little.  The  Aegineticiis  is  perhaps 
the  earliest  example  of  narrative  interwoven  with 
proof  in  the  manner  which  Isaeus  perfected.^ 
Proof.  In  regard  to  proof,  whether  massed  or  sectional, 

the  characteristic  difierence  between  Isaeus  and  Lysias 
is  fairly  represented  by  the  remark  of  the  same  critic, 

^  Dionys.  Isae.  4.  p.  218)  we  have— (1)  narrative,  §§  5- 

2  Cf.  Dionys.  Ik  Isoer.  c.  4  :  vol.       9 :    proof,   §§   10-15  :  (2)  narrative, 
I.  p.  180.     In  the  Aeginet,  (vol.  vi.       §§  16-33 :  proof,  §§  34-46. 
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that  Lysias  uses  enthymeme,  Isaeus  uses  also  epichei- 
reme}     By  enthymeme,  Aristotle  meant  a  rhetoricar^thy- 
syllogism :  that  is,  a  syllogism  drawn,  not  from  the  Epi- 

/  i         ,\  ,  , '      ^  •  cheireme. 

premisses  yapxai)  proper  to  any  particular  science — 
such,  for  instance,  as  medicine — but  from  propositions 
relating  to  contingent  things  in  the  sphere  of  human 
action,^  which  are  the  common  property  of  all  discus- 
sion ;  propositions  which  he  classifies  as  general  {eUora) 
and  particular  {ar^fiela) ;  and  accordingly  defines  an  ^ 
enthymeme  as  "a  syllogism  from  probabilities  and 
signs."  ^  A  mijsapprehension  of  Aristotle's  meaning 
had,  as  early  as  the  first  century  B.C.,  led  to  the  con-  ^ 

ception  of  the  enthymeme  as  not  merely  a  syllogism    \ 
of  a  particular  subject-matter,  but  also  as  a  syllogism    \ 
qftvhich  one  premiss  is  suppressed,^    The  term  epi- 
cheireme  was  then  brought  in  to  denote  a  rhetorical 
syllogism  which  is  stated  in  full — an  ''  essay  "  to  deal 


*  Dionys.  Isae,  16,  iv  di  roU 
dxodeiim/coif  diaXkdTreiv  Slp  dd^eiey 
'Iffcuoi  Awrlov  Tifi  fi^  Kar*  ivBiifxTjfjLd  tl 
Xiyciv  dXXd  koI  Kar*  iinx^lfnifia. 

*  See  Arist.  Jth.  i.  1-3.  Rhetoric, 
like  Dialectic,  deals  with  rd  Mex^- 
fjxva  HXKttn  tx^ty.  But,  while  Dia- 
lectic deals  with  all  such  things, 
Rhetoric  deals  only  with  a  certain 
class  of  them,  viz.  rd  pov\€6€<r0cu 
€l<a0&raf  rd  trpaTrdficva,  things  of 
which  men  can  influence  the  course  : 
in  short,  rd  iyiex^M^t^a  AXXwf  ix^^^i 
i<f>  ijfjuif  6vra. 

'  Arist.  An.  Pr.  11.  27,  <rvXXa7t<r/t6t 
^(  elK&rujp  Kol  ffrifuliov. 

*  Quint.  V.  10  §  3 :  this  is  what 
Juvenal  means,  Sat,  vi.  449,  by 
curium  enthymema.  That  the  sup- 
pression of  one  premiss  was  not 
essential  to  Aristotle's  conception  of 
the    Enthymeme,    has    been  shown 


unanswerably  by  Sir  W.  Hamilton, 
Lectures  on  Logic,  xx.  vol.  in.  pp. 
386  f.  He  observes :  1.  That  Aris- 
totle, who  regards  the  syllogism,  not 
in  relation  to  expression,  but  as  an 
exclusively  mental  process  (An,  Post. 

I.  10  §  7),  would  not  have  dis- 
tinguished a  class  of  syllogisms  by  a 
verbal  accident :  2.  That,  having 
defined  the  enthymeme  as  a  syllogism 
of  a  peculiar  matter  {An.  Pr,  11.  27), 
he  cannot  have  defined  it  by  another 
difference  (the  suppression  of  a  pre- 
miss) which  has  no  analogy  to  the 
former.  1  would  add:  3.  That  in 
Arist.  Hh,  i.  2,  where  the  enthymeme 
is  said  to  consist  i^  dXlytay  re  koL 
ToXXdirif  iXarrbvuv  ij  i^  S>p  6  wpioTot 
<rv\\oyi<rfjL^,  the  ToXXdicif  can  be 
explained  on  no  other  view.  As  to 
the  interpolation  dreXiJt  in  An.  Pr. 

II.  27,  see  Sir  W.  Hamilton,  Discus- 
sions on  Philosophy,  pp.  153  f. 
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thoroughly  with  the  issue  at  stake.  ^  Dionysius  means, 
then,  that  Lysias  is  content  with  a  sketching  style  of 
proof,  a  proof  which  is  not  formally  complete,  whereas 
Isaeus,  aiming  at  a  precise  development,  goes  through 
every  step  of  his  argument.  In  other  phrases  of 
Dionysius  himself,  Lysias  proves  "briefly"  and  "gener- 
ally,"— Isaeus, "at  length," and  " accurately  " (Sicf oSi#cw 
Example :  — axpifim).^  The  difiercncc  between  epicheireme  and 
enthymeme  is  well  exemplified  in  the  seventh  speech. 
The  question  is  whether  ApoUodorus,  the  testator, 
had  really  adopted  the  speaker.  The  speaker  first 
proves  the  adoption  by  direct  testimony,  and  then 
says  that  he  will  bring,  further,  some  indirect  testi- 
mony. At  this  stage,  Lysias  would  probably  have 
been  content  with  an  enthymeme  to  the  following 
efiect : — "  Thrasybulus,  the  nephew  of  the  female 
claimant,  has  made  no  claim,  though  his  right  is 
better  than  hers."  Isaeus,  however,  will  be  satisfied 
with  nothing  less  than  a  systematic  and  rigorous 
demonstration.  Eupolis  had  two  daughters, — the 
claimant,  and  another,  who  has  left  a  son.  Now 
there  is,  indeed,  a  law  which  gives  brother  and  sister 
equal  claim  to  the  estate  of  a  brother.     But,  where 

^  On  the  epicheireme,  see  Volk-  tiae    comprehensio,    qua£    ex    tribus 

mann,  die  Bheiorik  der  Grieehen  und  minimum  partibtts  constat.      Cicero 

Rdmer  (1872),   pp.    153  f. — Sir  W.  rendered    it  by  ratiocineUio,    which 

Jones    {Prefatory  Diacourte,    p.   x.)  Qnintilian  likes  better  than  ratio  or 

describes  it  with  substantial  correct-  cufgressio :    he    himself    keeps    epi- 

ness  as   "that  oratorical   syllogism  chirema. 

where  the  premisses  are  respectively  '  Dionys.  Isae.  16.  The  necessary 
proved  by  argument  before  the  amplitude  of  epicheirematic,  as  corn- 
speaker  draws  his  conclusion "  ;  but  pared  with  enthymematic,  proo^  is 
it  was  enon^  to  constitute  the  well  expressed  by  the  phrase  of 
epicheireme  tlutt  the  premisses  should  Dionys.  Dinarch,  c  6  (of  Hypereides 
be  stated.  See  Quint  v.  10  §  5,  as  compared  with  Lysias) — wmtoOtou 
Propria  eius  appellatio  et  maxima  in  V  od  kot*  ipdvfijj/ia  nlmwf  dXXd  koX  xar* 
nsn  est  porita  eerta  quaedam  tenten'  iTix^lfnuia  rXariptaw. 
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the  kinship  is  less  near,  men  precede  women.  Hence, 
if  the  adoption  is  invalid,  this  daughter  of  Eupolis 
has  no  claim,  while  her  nephew,  Thrasybulus,  has  a 
right  to  all.  But  Thrasybulus  has  raised  no  claim. 
Presumably,  therefore,  he  recognises  the  adoption  as 
valid.  ^  Isaeus,  as  Sir  William  Jones  well  says,  lays 
close  siege  to  the  understandings  of  the  jury.  His 
reasonings,  generally  based  on  positive  law,  are  con- 
straining even  when  they  are  not  persuasive.  Often, 
again,  an  argument  is  founded  on  the  feeling  or  con- 
duct of  the  testator  towards  the  speaker  and  the 
adversary  respectively  : '  on  the  conduct  of  the  adver- 
sary, as  being  inconsistent  with  his  assumption  : «  on 
the  services  rendered  by  the  speaker  s  client  to  the 
deceased  *  or  to  the  State :  ^  on  the  demerits  of  the 
adversary  as  regards  general  character,^  on  his  omis- 
sion to  perform  public  services,^  or  on  his  anxiety  to 
obtain  the  estate  while  he  is  content  that  the  testa- 
tor's house  should  be  left  desolate.®  The  example 
which  the  Greek  critic  selects  is,  for  us,  the  only 
considerable  specimen  of  the  orator's  work  in  a 
cause  not  testamentary/  Euphiletus  had  been  struck 
off  the  list   of    his   deme   on  the   ground   that   he 


1  Or.  VII.  §§  18-21. 

2  t,g.  Or.  I.  (Cleonymus)  §§  30-33  : 
Or.  III.  (Pyrrhus)  §  75 :  Or.  vii. 
(ApoUodorus)  §  8 :  Or.  viii.  (Ciron) 
§  18:  Or.  IX.  (Astyphilus)  §§  16 
f.,  31. 

'  t,g.  Or.  I.  (Cleonymus)  §  22  :  Or. 
II.  (Menecles)  §  39 :  Or.  vi.  (Phi- 
loctemon)  §  46:  Or.  viii.  (Ciron) 
§§21f. 

*  To  the  deceased :  t.g.  Or.  11. 
(Menecles)  §§  18,  36  :  Or.  vii.  (Apol- 
lodorus)  §  37  :  Or.  ix.  (Astyphilus) 
§27. 


»  To  the  SUte :  €,g.  Or.  vi.  (Phi- 
loctemon)  §  60 :  Or.  vii.  (Apollo- 
dorus)  §  41 :  Or.  viii.  (Ciron)  §§  35, 
40  f. 

*  e.g.  Or.  11.  (Menecles)  §  37 :  Or. 
IV.  (Nicostratus)  §  28  :  Or.  vi.  (Phi- 
loctemou)  passim, 

7  e.g.  Or.  v.  (Dicaeogenes)  §§  35  f., 
43  :  Or.  vii.  (Apollodorus)  §  39. 

8  e,g.  Or.  11.  (Menecles)  §§  26,  37  : 
Or.  VII.  (Apollodorus)  §§  31  f.,  44. 

•  On  the  fragment  For  Euphiletus 
— now  ranked  as  Or.   xii. — see  ch. 

XXI. 
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was  not  a  true-born  citizen,  and  has  appealed  to  a 
jury  :— 
isaeus,  "You   liave  now   heard,    ludffes,   not    only   our 

phiietus."  evidence  but  the  testimony  of  all  the  kinsfolk  that 
Euphiletus  the  plaintiff  is  our  brother.  Consider, 
first,  what  motive  our  father  could  have  had  for 
telling  an  untruth,  or  for  adopting  this  man  if  he  had 
not  been  his  son.  You  will  find  that  all  who  act 
thus  are  constrained  either  by  the  want  of  true-bom 
sons  or  by  poverty,  hoping  for  benefits  from  the  per- 
sons who  by  their  means  have  become  Athenians. 
Neither  condition  applies  to  our  father.  He  has, 
in  us,  two  legitimate  sons,  so  that  childlessness  could 
not  have  prompted  the  adoption.  Nor,  again,  did 
he  look  to  Euphiletus  for  maintenance  or  wealth  : 
he  has  substance  enough ; .  further,  it  has  been 
deposed  before  you  that  he  maintained  the  plaintiff 
from  infancy,  educated  him,  enrolled  him  in  his  clan 
— and  these  are  no  light  expenses.  Our  father,  then, 
was  not  likely,  judges,  to  attempt  anything  so  un- 
just when  it  could  do  him  no  good.  Nor,  again, 
will  I  be  suspected  of  such  madness  as  bearing  false 
witness  for  the  plaintiff  in  order  to  have  my  patri- 
mony divided  among  a  larger  number.  Hereafter, 
of  course,  I  could  not  for  a  moment  dispute  the 
relationship ;  no  one  of  you  would  endure  the  sound 
of  my  voice,  if  I,  who  now,  standing  in  peril  of  the 
law,  testify  that  he  is  our  brother,  should  be  found 
contradicting  that  statement.  The  probability  is, 
judges,  that  true  testimony  has  been  borne,  not  only 
by  us,  but  by  the  other  kinsmen  too.  Reflect,  in 
the   first  place,   that   the   husbands   of    our   sisters 
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would  never  have  perjured  themselves  in  the  cause 
of  the  plaintiff:  his  mother  was  the  stepmother  of 
our  sisters,  and  somehow  stepmothers  and  the 
daugliters  of  a  former  marriage  are  wont  to  disagree  : 
so  that,  if  the  plaintiff  had  been  our  stepmother's 
son  by  another  than  our  father,  our  sisters,  judges, 
would  never  have  allowed  their  husbands  to  be 
witnesses.  Again  :  —  our  maternal  uncle,  being,  of 
course,  no  relation  of  the  plaintiff,  would  not  have 
gratified  the  plaintiffs  mother  by  making  a  false 
deposition  fraught  wdth  the  manifest  injury  to  us 
involved  in  our  adoption  of  a  stranger  as  our  brother. 
Further,  judges,  how  could  any  of  you  impute  per- 
jury to  Demaratus,  who  stands  there,  or  to  Hege- 
sippus,  or  Nicostratus — men  whose  whole  lives  will 
show  a  stainless  record,  and  who,  being  our  intimate 
friends  and  knowing  us  all,  have  severally  testified 
their  kinship  with  Euphiletus  ? 

"  I  should  be  glad,  then,  to  learn  from  the  most 
respected  of  our  adversaries  whether  he  could  estab- 
lish his  Athenian  citizenship  by  any  other  proofs  than 
those  which  we  have  brought  for  Euphiletus.  For 
my  part,  I  do  not  think  he  could  do  more  than 
show  that  both  his  parents  are  Athenians,  and  adduce 
the  testimony  of  his  relatives  to  the  truth  of  that 
assertion.  Then  again,  judges,  supposing  our  adver- 
saries were  in  peril,  they  would  expect  you  to 
believe  their  friends  rather  than  their  accusers;  as 
it  is,  though  we  have  aU  that  testimony  on  our  side, 
shall  they  require  you  to  put  faith  in  their  own  story 
rather  than  in  Euphiletus,  in  me  and  my  brother,  in 
our  clansmen,  in  our  entire  family  ?     Moreover,  the 
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adversaries  are  acting  from  private  enmity,  without 
personal  risk  to  one  of  their  number ;  we,  who  give 
our  evidence,  stand,  one  and  all,  within  the  peril  of 
the  law. 

"In  addition  to  these  testimonies,  judges,  the 
mother  of  Euphiletus,  whom  the  adversaries  allow  to 
be  an  Athenian,  was  willing  to  take  an  oath  before 
the  arbitrator  at  the  Delphinion  that  she  and  our 
father  are  the  parents  of  Euphiletus ;  and  who  should 
know  better?  Then  our  father,  judges,  who  ought 
to  be  the  next  best  authority,  was  and  is  willing  to 
swear  that  Euphiletus  is  his  son  by  his  wedded 
Athenian  wife.  If  this  is  not  enough,  judges,  I  was 
thirteen  years  old,  as  I  said  before,  when  Euphiletus 
was  born,  and  I  am  ready  to  swear  that  Euphiletus 
is  the  son  of  my  father.  Justly  then,  judges,  might 
you  deem  our  oaths  more  trustworthy  than  the 
adversaries'  assertions ;  we  are  willing  to  make  oath 
on  a  matter  of  which  we  have  accurate  knowledge, 
while  they  retail  hearsay  from  the  plaintiffs  ill- 
wishers,  or  inventions  of  their  own.  We,  moreover, 
bring  our  kinsmen  as  witnesses  before  you  as  before 
the  arbitrators, — ^witnesses  who  have  a  claim  to  be 
believed;  while,  since  Euphiletus  brought  his  first 
suit  against  the  corporation  and  its  demarch  now 
deceased,  the  adversaries  have  failed  to  find  any 
evidence  that  he  is  not  my  father's  son,  though  the 
case  was  before  the  arbitrator  for  two  years.  To  the 
conductors  of  the  arbitration  these  facts  afibrded  the 
strongest  presumption  of  falsehood,  and  both  of  them 
decided  against  the  adversaries. — (Read  the  evidence 
of  the   former  award.) — You  have   heard   that    the 
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former  arbitration  went  against  them.  I  claim, 
judges,  that  just  as  the  adversaries  would  have 
urged  an  award  favourable  to  themselves  in  evidence 
of  Euphiletus  not  being  the  son  of  Hegesippus,  so 
the  opposite  result  should  now  be  testimony  to  the 
truth  of  our  story,  since  they  were  adjudged  guilty 
of  having  erased  the  name  of  Euphiletus,  an  Athenian 
citizen,  after  it  had  been  duly  registered.  That, 
then,  Euphiletus  is  our  brother  and  your  citizen,  and 
that  he  has  been  subjected  by  the  conspirators  in 
his  deme  to  injurious  and  outrageous  treatment, 
sufficient  proof,  judges,  has,  I  think,  been  laid  before 
you." 

A  striking  trait  of  Isaeus  in  the  province  of  argu-  iteration  in 
ment  is  iteration  ;  and  the  preference  of  emphasis  to 
form  which  this  implies  is  worth  notice  as  suggesting 
how  the  practical  view  of  oratory  was  beginning  to 
prevail  over  the  artistic.  Sometimes  the  repetition 
is  verbal — an  indignant  question  or  phrase  occurs 
again  and  again,  where  Isocrates  would  have 
abstained  from  using  it  twice.^  More  often,  it  is  an 
argument  or  a  statement  which  the  speaker  aims  at 
impressing  on  the  hearers  by  urging  it  in  a  series  of 
different  forms  and  connexions.^  Or  even  a  docu- 
ment, cited  at  the  outset,  is  read  a  second  time,  as  if 
to  make  the  jury  realise  more  vividly  that  a  circle  of 
proof  has  been  completed.^ 

*  See    {e.g,)    Or.     in.    (Pyrrhus)  her  relations  would  have  acted  differ- 

§§  87,  39 :  and  §§  45,  49,  51.  ently,  is  drawn  out  in  regard  (1)  to 

^  Thus  in  Or.  in.— the  longest  of  Nicodemus,  (2)  to  Endius,  (3)  to  the 

all,  and  for  this  very  reason,  since  uncles  of  Pyrrhus  :  §§  45-80. 

there  is  no  narrative  proper  —  the  '  Thus  the  argument,  §§  1-4,  in 

argument  that,  if   PhilS  had  been  Or.  v.  begins  and  ends  with  the  read- 

the  true-bom  daughter  of  Pyrrhus,  ing  of  the  ArrwfMaia, 
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Epilogue. 


Isaeus  auil 
Lysiascom- 
I^ared  to 
schools  of 
painting. 


The  epilogue  in  Isaeus  is  usually  a  brief  recapitu- 
lation, often  concluding  with  an  appeal  in  which  the 
judges  are  urged  to  remember  their  duty  to  the 
dead/  whose  house  must  not  be  left  without  some 
one  who  can  make  offerings  at  the  grave  :  or  there  is 
a  prayer  for  indulgence  ^  on  account  of  inexperience, 
— though  this  is  sometimes,  and  more  naturally,  placed 
in  the  introduction.*  The  third  speech  ends  no  less 
abruptly  than  it  opens — by  the  speaker  calling  on 
the  clerk  of  the  court  to  read  a  deposition ;  the 
eighth  has  the  like  ending,  with  this  further  pecu- 
liarity, that  the  testimony  called  is  to  a  fact  stated 
in  the  epilogue.  A  remark  which  applies  to  all 
the  work  of  Isaeus  applies  especially  to  the  epilogue : 
Isaeus  represents  the  emotions  more  generically  **  than 
Lysias, — that  is,  with  less  attention  to  a  special  or 
personal  propriety. 

Dionysius  sums  up  the  relation  of  Isaeus  to 
Lysias  in  one  of  those  illustrations  which  he  loves 
to  draw  from  painting  or  sculpture.  "There  are 
some  old  pictures,  simply  wrought  as  to  colouring, 
with  no  variety  of  tints,  but  accurate  in  drawing, 
and  thereby  delightful ;  while  the  later  paintings 
are  inferior  in  drawing,  but  more  elaborate,  with 
variety  of  light  and  shade,  and  derive  their  effect- 


^  e.g.  Or.  II.  (Menecles)  §  47  :  Or. 
IX.  (Astypliilus)  §  86. 

2  eg.  Or.  IX.  §  35. 

'  e.<7.  Or.  X.  (Aristarcbus)  §  1. 

*  Dionys.  Ime.  16,  rA  xd^  irw.O.v 
y€viK(»n'€pw,  It  is  easy  and  tempting 
to  conjecture  ytPViKutrtpWy  **with 
more  spirit."  But  the  true  meaning 
of  y€¥t,Kun€pop  is  shown  by  another 


passage  in  Dionysius — rfr  Demosth. 
c.  89,  where  ^  ytviK^  &pfju»ia  is  a 
manner  of  composition  which  does  not 
stoop  to  petty  nccUnessrSf — /li}  t6  KOfxyf/hv 
dXXA  rh  aefiydv  itrirridcijova'af  as  he 
elsewhere  puts  it  (§  37) :  and  so  7c- 
vLKiinaroL  x^'^'^'^IP^^i  *^'  Emesti 
{Lex.  Tech.)  is  mistaken  in  rendering 
y€PiK^y  &pfiOPl(w  by  "characterem 
orationis  luUurahm.'* 
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iveness  from  the  multitude  of  their  hues.^  Lysias 
is  compared  with  such  correct  and  conscientious 
draughtsmen  as  Polygnotus  and  Aglaophon ;  Isaeus 
with  such  subtle  chiaroscurists  or  colourists  as  Zeuxis 
and  Parrhasius.^  The  estimate  agrees  substantially 
with  the  judgment  of  Hermogenes,^ — delivered  in  his 
own  technical  dialect : — "  In  Isaeus,  besides  the  other  Henno- 
things  which  constitute  Political  Oratory  in  the  isaeus. 
proper  sense*  (i.e.  Forensic  and  Deliberative  speak- 
ing), the  element  of  Jiery  earnestness^  is  large, — 
bringing  him  near,  indeed,  to  the  noblest  type  of 
civil  eloquence.  His  finish^  again,  is  consummate 
beyond  the  measure  of  Lysias.  Complete,  too,  is  his 
skill  in  amplifying,  and  in  the  other  constituents  of 
grandeur,^  especially  in  a  certain  striking  vigour; 


^  Dionys.  Ime.  4. 

^  ^eeOyerhQcV, Die AjUikenSckrift' 
qiiellen  zur  GeschichU  der  Bildenden 
Kiinste  hei  den  Oriechen  (1868),  esp. 
pp.  67,  110,  204.  Cf.  Quint,  xii.  10 
§§  1-6. — Can  it  be  that,  when 
Dionysins  used  this  illustration,  he 
had  in  his  mind  that  place  of  the 
Poetics  (i.  6)  where  Aristotle  speaks 
of  poets  related  to  each  other  as 
Zeuxis  to  Polygnotus — 6  ^y  yiip 
WoKiyvunoi  dyaObi  ifdoypdipoSf  ij 
di  Zfi/^i5of  7/)a0^  od8h  #x«  ^w — a 
comparison  which  so  exactly  and 
curiously  suits  the  relationship  be- 
tween Lysias  and  Isaeus  ? 

'  Hermog.  wepl  Ideup  B.  c.  11 
(Spengel,  M.  Or.  11.  411). 

*  drXcDf :  as  opposed  to  the  sense 
in  which  it  includes  the  wavrfyvpucbs 
\(iyos:  vol.  I.  p.  89. 

^  As  to  "fiery  earnestness"  {yop- 
76ri7f),  "finish"  {iirifiiXeia)  and 
"amplification"  (ire/»i/3oXi^),  in  the 
language  of  Ilermogenes,  see  vol.  i. 
p.  90  f. 


•  "Grandeur"  {fjt4y€$os,  for  which 
d^l<afia  or  6yKos  is  sometimes  a 
synonym)  denotes,  for  Hermogenes, 
one  of  those  seven  cardinal  excel- 
lences of  oratory  which  he  finds  in 
Demosthenes,  his  canon  of  eloquence : 
w€pl  18.  A.  1.  This  fiiyedos  is,  in  its 
turn,  composed  of  six  specific  qualities 
(IBdax) :  and  all  of  these,  says  Her- 
mogenes, Isaeus  has.  They  are  : — 1. 
ffefiv&rrjs,  inajeaty.  2.  The  power  of 
"amplifying"  (xc/k/3oXiJ)  just  men- 
tioned ; — by  which  Hermog.  means 
sometimes  generalisatian,  sometimes 
development  0/ an  idea.  3.  "  Vigour," 
— dKfjLi/ly — a  quality  which  springs,  as 
a  rule,  from  the  union  of  the  two 
next  (see  ir€pl  15,  A.  10).  dx/xacor 
X670f  is  a  robust,  sinewy  eloquence, 
which  presses  the  adversary  hard. 
4.  Tpax^TTiSf  asperity:  5.  XafurpSrris, 
briUianq/ :  6.  <r<f>oSp&niSf  vehemence. 
[On  the  distinction  between  4  and  6 
see  ir€pl  IS.  A.  7  :  rpaxOrris  is  properly 
said  of  rebuking  superiors — e.g.  judges 
or  ecclesiasts  :  fftpoSpvnpf  of  rebuking 
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SO  that,  in  these  respects,  though  he  is  not  a  little 
inferior  to  Demosthenes,  he  is  far  superior  to  Lysias. 
That  power  which  is  shown  in  method  is  considerable 
in  Isaeus,  —  but  less  than  in  Lysias."  The  last 
remark  might  seem  disputable ;  for,  as  Dionysius 
truly  says,^  Isaeus  greatly  excels  Lysias  in  arrange- 
ment (ol/covofila) :  by  "  method,"  however,  Hermogenes 
means  the  faculty  of  seizing  "  the  proper  moment "  - 
for  each  oratorical  artifice;  and  his  estimate,  there- 
fore, amounts  to  this — that  Isaeus,  compared  with 
Lysias,  is  superior  in  2^oiver,  but  inferior  in  tact. 
The  result,  obtained  by  too  rigid  and  mechanical  a 
process,  is  incomplete ;  but  it  is  interesting  for  its 
careful  and  respectful  estimate  of  an  orator  whom 
(with  the  great  exception  of  Dionysius)  the  criticism 
of  the  Roman  age  neglected ;  ^  and  it  is  not,  so  far  as 
it  goes,  incorrect. 


(real  or  assumed)  inferiors,  e.g,  dyrl- 
81K01,  or  those  whom  the  liearers  like 
to  hear  censured :  it  is  <r<f>ohp&rrfi 
when  Demosth.  assails  Philip.] 

Of  these,  2  and  3  are  named  in  the 
text :  but  we  must  bear  in  mind  that 
the  other  four  are  understood. 

^  Isa^,  14. 

^  Koxpbi  t8ios :  Hermog.  X6p2  fi€06dov 
SeivdrrjTos  c.  1 :  above,  vol.  I.  90. 

'  "After  all,  one  cannot  help 
wondering,  that,  although  Dionysius 
lived  in  the  very  age  of  Cicero,  and 
was  copied  almast  too  closely  by 
Quintilian,  yet  the  name  of  Isaeus 
is  not  so  much  as  mentioned  in  the 
rhetorical  pieces  of  the  two  Romans  " 
(Sir  W.  Jones,  Pre/.  Discourse,  p. 
vi). 

Cicero,  it  \a  true,  never  mentions 
Isaeus.  Quintilian,  however,  does 
once  mention  him  —  and  then  in 
not  very  select  company.     Speaking 


of  the  "Attici,"  he  says  (xii.  10 
§  22),  *  *  Transeo  plurimos,  Lycurgum, 
Aristogitona,  et  his  priores  Isaeum, 
Antiphontcm :  quos,  ut  homioes, 
inter  se  similes,  diflereutes  dixeris 
specie."  The  style  of  Lycurgus  was 
not  highly  esteemed  by  the  Augustan 
or  later  critics ;  he  is  av^iKdt  and 
a€fuf6Sf  says  Dionysius,  but  not 
"elegant  or  pleasing"  (do-retof  — 
ilBOt),  vet.  scrip,  cens.  3.  As  to  Aris- 
togiton,  the  adversary  of  Demo- 
sthenes (see  [Dem.]  Orr.  xxv.  xxvi. 
and  Dcinarchus  Or.  11.),  he  was  of 
small  repute  every  way.  Maximus 
Planudes  speaks  of  that  sycophantic 
oratory,  17  ffVKWpayrtKi^,  ^  iiy-^ayTo 
'ApuTToyeLrtjw  xal  'Hy^fiuv  (Proleg.  in 
Walz  M.  Or.  v.  214):  and  he  is 
mentioned,  with  Phrynon  and  Phi- 
locrates,  among  the  ABo^a  wpdconra 
by  the  scholiast  on  Hermog.,  ib.  iv. 
90.     The  truth  is  that  Quint,  made 
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In  diction,  Isaeus  has,  then,  like  Lysias,  purity,  isaeusand 
conciseness,    clearness,  simplicity  and  vividness ;  in  Summary, 
composition,  while   still   aiming  at  "plainness,"   he     i'^-: 
uses,  on  the  whole,  a  more  open  and  more  vigorous 
art,  and  has,  if  not  less  ethical  power,  less  of  ethical 
charm ;    he   abstains,   like   Lysias,   from    the    more 
elaborate   figures   of    language,    but  uses   far  more 
largely  the  figures  of  thought :  in  regard  to  subject- 
matter,  his  arrangement  is  not,  like  that  of  Lysias, 
uniform,  but  varies  with  each  case,  and  is  especially 
marked  by  the  frequent  interfusion  of  proof  with 
narrative,  and  by  the  completeness  with  which  the 
proof  is  worked  out. 

Now  let  us  ask  what  is  the  meaning  of  that  state-  isaeus  ami 
ment — so  brief,  so  general,  yet  so  strikingly  emphatic  sthenes. 
—in  which   Dionysius   embodies  his  reason  for  re- 
garding the  work  of  Isaeus,  not  as  a  mere  result  of 
Lysias,  but  as  possessing  a  substantive  and  perma- 
nent interest.     In   what   sense   is  it  true  that  the 
oratorical  power  of  Demosthenes  took  its  "  seeds  and 
beginnings  "  from  Isaeus  ?     The  first  point  to  observe 
is  that,  besides  such  special  limitations  of  this  state- 
ment as  Dionysius  himself  elsewhere  furnishes,  there 
is  a  general  qualification  which  from  the  outset  we 
must  supply  for  ourselves.     Like  other  ancient  critics  criticism 
less  excellent  in  detail  than  he,  Dionysius  tends  to  sius— °^ 
test  the  criticism  of  oratory  too    much  on  literary  Tre^rve. 
grounds.      To   one    who   reads    Lysias,    Isaeus   and 
Demosthenes  successively,  it  must  be  manifest  that, 
in   certain  important   respects   of  literary   develop- 
no  careful  study  of  the  Greek  orators,       treatment  of  Isaeus  is  especially  re- 
except  Isocrates,  Demosthenes,  and      markable. 
(in    a    measure)    Lysias :    but    this 
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Careers  of 
Isaeus  and 
Demo- 
sthenes. 


Demo- 
sthenes 
engaged 
in  Private 
Causes: 


ment,  Isaeus  stands  between  the  other  two.  This 
was  the  sense  to  which  Dionysius  —  reading  the 
orators,  three  centuries  after  they  spoke,  as  litera- 
ture— has  given  expression  in  a  phrase  of  which  the 
emphasis  is  exaggerated  by  the  vagueness ;  but  of 
which  it  need  not,  perhaps,  be  very^iflBcult  to  define 
the  proper  bearing. 

Isaeus  was,  through  life,  a  professional  writer  of 
speeches  for  the  law-courts,  and  this,  so  far  as  ap- 
pears, almost  exclusively  in  private  causes.  Demo- 
sthenes,  after  the  lawsuit  with  his  guardians,  sought 
to  repair  the  fortunes  which  they  had  brought  low  by 
working  in  the  calling  which  such  men  as  Antiphon, 
Lysias,  and  Isaeus  had  followed  before  him.  A  host 
of  private  speeches,  not  his,  are  given  to  him  in  the 
collection  of  CaUimachus.  But,  to  take  those  only  of 
which  the  genuineness  is  tolerably  certain,  we  have 
proof  that  he  wrote  for  private  causes  from  361  to 
345  B.C.  After  the  two  speeches  Against  Aphobus 
in  363  and  the  two  Against  Onetor  in  362,  we  have, 
probably  in  361,  the  speech  Against  Spudias  (xli.) 
and  the  speech  Against  Callicles  (lv.)  ;  in  356  (prob- 
ably) the  speech  Against  Conon  (liv.);  in  352,  the 
speech  For  Phormio  (xxxvi.) ;  in  350,  the  speech 
Against  Boeotus  concerning  the  Name  (xxxix.) ;  in 
345,  the  speech  Against  Pantaenetus  (xxxvii.),  and 
probably  the  speech  Against  Nausimachus  (xxxviii.).^ 


^  On  the  Private  Speeches  of  De- 
mosthenes, cf.  Schafer  i.  311-315, 
and  the  Appendices  to  vol.  in.  Blass 
wonld  seem  to  leave  the  question  of 
genuineness  open  as  to  the  xp^i 
ZTovSfoy  and  the  x/)6t  KaXXtJcX^a : 
AU,  Ber,  il.  465.     In  the  irapaypaipi^ 


wp6s  Zfiy66€fuy,  Demon,  the  speaker, 
quotes  his  cousin  Demosthenes  as 
thus  excusing  himself  for  not  appear- 
ing as  advocate  : — ^fioi  avfi^^KtP, 
dip*  00  irepl  r(av  kw.vwv  \iyeur  "^f^- 
/iTjtff  fiTjS^  rpbi  iy  rpaypui  tSiow  wpoff' 
cX-iKvOivai.      Mr.  G.  A.   Simcox,  in 
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But,  meanwhile,  he  had  another  occupation,  a  higher, 
and  one  which,  for  him,  made  a  stepping-stone  to  the 
highest.  During  the  years  355-350  B.c.  he  was 
concerned  with  four  public  causes — Against  Andro-  in  Public 
tion,  Against  Leptines,  Against  Timocrates,  Against 
Aristocrates, — the  object  in  each  case  being  to  obtain 
the  repeal  of  a  new  decree  or  law  which  had  been 
carried  by  corrupt  influences  and  which  was  dangerous 
to  the  public  interests.  Each  of  these  four  speeches 
is  at  once  an  interpretation  of  positive  right  and  a 
vindication  of  political  morality — a  protest  against 
the  civic  apathy  which  was  suffering  the  resources  of 
the  State  to  be  crippled,  its  powers  to  be  abused  for 
personal  ends,  its  safeguards  against  foreign  foes  to  be 
broken  down.  The  same  five  years  saw  Demosthenes  in  Politics, 
enter  on  that  direct  participation  in  public  life  for 
which  this  concernment  with  public  causes  formed  a 
preparation ;  his  speech  On  the  Navy  Boards  was 
delivered  in  354,  the  First  Philippic  in  351.  Thus, 
while  continuing^ to  exercise  the  profession  of  Isaeus, 
Demosthenes  had  already  passed  through  a  second 
phase  of  activity,  and  had  even  made  trial  of  that 
crowning  sphere  in  which  the  great  work  of  his  life 
was  to  be  done.  Almost  from  the  first,  therefore.  Resulting 
Demosthenes  exerted  his  force  under  more  liberal  con- 
ditions than  those  prescribed  by  the  narrow  scope  of 


the  able  Life  of  Demosthenes  prefixed 
to  ''Demosthenes  and  Aeschines  On 
the  Crown,"  takes  this  to  be  a  clue 
given  us  by  Demosthenes  himself. 
In  that  case,  it  would  follow  that 
Demosthenes  had  written  for  no 
private  cause  after  354.  But  Schafer 
has  shown,  I  think  {Dem,  u.  seine 


Zeit,  III-  App.  VII.  pp.  296  f.),  that 
the  xp6j  ZtivbOttuv  is  certainly  not  by 
Demosthenes :  and  that  it  must  be 
later  than  336  B.c.  Whether  the 
author  was  Demon  himself — as 
Schafer  thinks  —  or  not,  the  state- 
ment about  Demosthenes  loses  much 
of  its  authority. 
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the  writer  for  private  causes ;  almost  from  the  first 
his  natural  intensity  was  free  to  ally  itself  with  the 
oratorical  bent  of  the  age,  and,  instead  of  refining 
on  the  art  which  hides  itself,  to  wield  the  art 
which  triumphs  and  commands.  A  comparison  of 
the  two  orators  cannot  reach  far,  but,  within  its 
limits,  it  will  serve  to  warn  us  against  doing  wrong 
to  either. 
Likeness  of        As  rcffards  compositiou,  the  likeness  consists  in 

Deiuo-  .    °  ^  \ 

stheiies  to   adaptation  to  real  contests  by  the  blending  of  terse, 

Isaeus — in        .  /»  i  •     i  •   i 

Composi-  Vigorous,  and  not  too  formal  periods  Avath  passages  of 
more  lax  and  fluent  ease ;  ^  in  vividness  of  present- 
ment ;  ^  and  in  that  dramatic  vivacity  which  is  given 
by  rhetorical  question,  by  irony,  and,  in  general,  by 

in  Treat-     the  *'  figurcs  of  thought."  ^     As  regards  treatment  of 

Subject,  subject-matter,  Demosthenes  has  borrowed  the  ver- 
satile arrangement  of  Isaeus ;  he  shifts  or  inter- 
w^eaves  the  divisions  according  to  the  case;  though 
his  more  temperate  art  nowhere  copies  his  master  in 
discarding  the  proem.  That,  howeyer,  in  which  the 
:  discipleship  of  Demosthenes  to  Isaeus  is  most  surely 

especially  and  most  Strikingly  seen  is  in  his  development  and 
elaboration  of  systematic  proof — depending  sometimes 
on  a  chain  of  arguments,  sometimes  on  a  single  pro- 
position illustrated  and  confirmed  from  several  points 
of  view,  but  always  enforced  by  keen  logic  and  apt 
law.*     Closely  connected  with  this  is  the  most  dis- 

*  See,  e.g.,  Dem.  Or.  xxxvi.,  For  toi>s  ewl  r(av  iiytinnav  koX  t&p   Sikup 

Phormio.     The  ease  of  Isaeus  some-  ffwe^era^ofiiifovf. 
times  tends  to  be  slipshod ;  that  of  ^  See  above,  p.  286. 

Demosthenes,  never.  ^  Theon  celebrates  the  legal  learn- 

'  Cf.  Plut.  AriftoffOivoxn  Kal  KiK^p.  ing  of  Demosthenes,  referring  to  him 

aOyKpiffis,   c.    1 :    ArifjLo<r6ipris...vTr€p'  as  an  exemplar  of  argument  for  the 

^aXKdfiepof  ivapyelq.  fihf  koI  Seiv&niTi  abrogation  {dvaffKeiHj)  of  laws — eg.  in 
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tinctive  single  trait  which  the  younger  man  took  from 
the  elder,  and  which  is  the  more  noticeable  because 
it  is  perhaps  the  chief  Isaean  lesson  which  Demo- 
sthenes was  able  to  carry  from  the  Forensic  field  into 
the  Deliberative :  what  in  Greek  would  be  called  to 
iva^dvLov,  and  in  English  might  be  paraphrased  as 
"  the  art  of  grappling." 

It  was  the  secret  of  waging  an  oratorical  contest,  The  art  of 
not,  in  the  more  stately  manner  of  an  elder  school,  as 
from  contrary  stages,  but  at  close  quarters,  with  the 
grip  as  of  wrestlers,  with  the  instance  of  pleaders 
who  urge  their  case,  point  by  point,  on  critics  as  exact 
as  themselves,  with  the  intensity  of  a  prosecutor  or 
prisoner,  a  plaintifi"  or  defendant,  who  knows  that  the 
imminent  award  will  be  given  by  men  whom  the 
habit  of  listening  to  acute  discussion  has  led  to  set 
their  standard  high,  for  whom  the  detection  of 
sophistry  has  become  a  pastime  and  its  punishment 
a  luxury,  and  whose  attention  can  be  fixed  only  by  a 
demonstration  that  the  speaker  is  in  earnest.  Since 
the  time  when  Cleon  ^  described  that  keen  and  bril- 
liant fencing  in  the  ecclesia  at  which  the  majority 
of  the  citizens  delighted  to  assist  as  at  a  spectacle, 
the  fitness  for  such  encounter  had  been  becoming 
more  and  more  important  to  deliberative  oratory  : 
but  its  peculiar  sphere  was  forensic,  and  in  that 
sphere  Isaeus  was  its  earUest  master.  As  an  example 
of  the  "  agonistic  "  quality  of  Isaeus — the  new  manner 

the    Speeches    Against    Timocrates,  proofs  that  o2  ^dXXcirroi  tCov  Ar}fioa0€- 

Aristocrates  and  Leptines  {xpoyvfiM,  vlkCjv  X67aw  e^cv,  h  off  xep2  vbfiov  ^ 

II.  p.  166,  Sp.  Hh.  Or,  11.  69) :  again  \l/Tj<t>l<rfJLaTos  dfjufHc^eTrcu. 

in  I.  150  (16.  p.  61)  he  adds  to  these  *  Vol.  I.  p.  39. 
the   De   Corojui   and   Androtion  as 

VOL.  II  X 


3o6  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

of  strenuous  and  cogent  assault — take  this  passage, 
in  which   the   speaker  is  pressing  home   his   argu- 
Exampie     mcut !  ^ — "  What,  in  the   name  of  heaven,  are  the 
isaeus.       guarantees  of  credibility  for  statements  ?     Are  they 
not  witnesses?     And   what    are   the  guarantees   of 
credibility  for  a  witness?     Are  they  not  tortures? 
Yes :  and  on  what  ground  are  the  adversaries  to  be 
disbelieved  ?     Is  it  not  because  they  shrink  from  our 
tests  ?     Assuredly.     You  see,  then,  that  /  am  urging 
this  inquiry  and  bringing  it  to  the  touch  of  proof ; 
the  plaintiflf  is  shifting  them  to  a  basis  of  slanders 
and  hearsays — precisely  the  course   that  would   be 
taken   by   a    grasping    adventurer.       If    he   meant 
honestly,  and  was  not  trying  to  delude  your  judg- 
ments, obviously  this  was  not  the  way  for  him  to  set 
to  work  :   he  ought  to   have   given  us  figures  and 
brought  witnesses  :  he  ought  to  have  gone  through 
each  several  item  in  the  account,  examining  me  thus 
— '  How  many  payments  of  war- tax  do  your  books 
show  ? ' — '  So  many.' — '  What  sum  was  paid  on  each 
occasion  ? '  —  '  This.'  — '  In    accordance    with    what 
decrees  ? '  —  *  With     these.'  —  '  Who     received     the 
money?' — *  Persons  who  are  here  to  certify  it.' — He 
ought  to  have  examined  the  decrees,   the   amounts 
imposed,   the  amounts  paid,  the  persons  who   col- 
lected  them,  and   then,  if  all  was   satisfactory,  he 
ought  to  have  accepted  my  statement ;  or,  if  it  was 
not,  he  ought  now  to  have  brought  witnesses  regard- 
ing any  false  item  in  the  outlay  which  I  charged  to 
my  wards'  account."     It  is  the  same  kind  of  close 

^  Dionys.  Imt.  12.     The  extract      Guardian"    from  which   he    quotes 
is  from  that  same   "  Defence  of  a      in  c  8  :  see  ch.  xxi. 
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and  vehement  insistence  that  gives  their  stamp  to 
such  passages  as  this  in  the  Third  Olynthiac  :  ^  '*  What  Example 
— do    you    mean  a  paid    army  ?    I  shall    be  asked.  mosthencR. 
Yes — and  the  same   arrangement  forthwith  for  all, 
Athenians,  that  each,  getting  his  dividend  from  the 
State,  may  be  what   the   State  requires.     Is  peace 
possible  ?     Then  you  are  better  at  home,  removed 
from  the  temptation  to  act  dishonourably  under  the 
stress  of  want.     Is  there  such  a  crisis  as  the  present  ? 
Better  to  accept  such  allowances  as  I  have  described, 
and  to  be  a  soldier,  as  you  ought,  in  your  country's 
cause.      Is  any  one  of  you  beyond  the  military  age  ? 
What  he  now  gets  by  an  anomaly,  and  without  doing 
any  good,  let  him  receive  under  a  regular  system  in 
return  for  supervising  and  managing  necessary  affairs. 
In  a  word — without  taking  away  anything  or  adding 
anything,   but    simply  by   abolishing    anomalies,    I 
bring   the    city  into    order,    I   establish   a  uniform 
system  of  remuneration  for  service  in  the  army,  for 
service  on  juries,  for  general   usefulness  in  accord- 
ance with  the  age  of  each  citizen  and  the  demands   • 
of  each  occasion."     It  is  a  peculiarity  of  Isaeus  that  Agonistic 
he  loves  to  make  the  epilogue,  not  an  appeal  to  feel-  i^'im^s— 
ing  or  to  character,  but  the  occasion  for  grappling    ^"  ^' 
with  the  adversary  in  a  strict  and  final  argument  ; 
there   could   scarcely    be   a   better    example   of    to 
ivarfiovLov   than   this  ending   of  the   speech    On   the 
Estate  of  Philoctemon : — 

"  I  ask  you,  then,  judges, — in  order  that  you  may 
not  be  deceived, — to  take  note  of  the  aflfidavit  on 
which  you  have  to  give  the  verdict.     Insist  that  his 

^  Dem.  OlyrUh,  iii.  §§  34-35. 
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defence,  like  our  plaint,   shall  be  relevant  to   that 
affidavit.     He  has  stated  that  Philoctemon  did  not 
give  or  bequeath  the  estate  to  Chaerestratus ;   this 
has   been   proved   to   be  a  falsehood :  he  gave  and 
bequeathed  it,  and  those  who  were  present  are  the 
witnesses.     What  more  ?     He  says  that  Philoctemon 
died  childless.     Now,  in  what  sense  was  he  '*  childless  " 
who  had  left  his  nephew  as  his  adopted  son  and  heir, 
an  heir  to  whom  the  law  allows  the  succession  just  as 
to  the  issue  of  the  body  ?     The  provision  in  the  law 
is  express — that  if  a  son  is  horn  to  a  man  who  has 
already  adopted  a  son,  both  sons  shall  share  alike  in 
the  inheritance.      Let  the  defendant  prove  then,  as 
any  one  of  you  would  prove,   that  his  clients   are 
legitimate.      Legitimacy    is    not    demonstrated    by 
stating  the  mother's  name,  but  by  a  proof  that  the 
statement  is  true,  supported  by  the  evidence  of  the 
kinsfolk,   of    those   who    knew   the   woman    to    be 
Euctemon's   wife,    of    the    demesmen    and    of    the 
clansmen,  to  these  points  : — whether  they  have  heard, 
or  are  aware,  that  Euctemon  ever  discharged  a  public 
service  on  account  of  his  wife's  property ;  where,  or 
among  what  tombs,  she  is  buried ;  who  saw  Euctemon 
performing  the  rites  at  her  grave,  whither  her  sons 
still  repair  with  oflferings  and  libations  for  the  dead  ; 
and  what  citizen  or  what  servant  of  Euctemon  has 
seen  it.     These  things  together  will  give  us  —  not 
abusive  language,  but — a  logical  test.     If  you  keep 
him  to  this,  if  you  bid  him  give  his  proof  in  con- 
formity with  his  affidavit,  your  verdict  will  be  religious 
and  lawful,  and   these  men  will   get  their   rights." 
The  First  and  Second  Speeches  Against  Onetor  were 
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written  just  at  the  time  when  the  influence  of  Isaeus  Epilogues 
on  Demosthenes  was  probably  most  direct  and  mature,  speeches 
They  have  no  mark  more  specially  Isaean  than  this,  onetor. 
that  both  conclude,  not,  like  the  two  earlier  speeches 
Against  Aphobus,   with   a  peroration   of  the   more 
ordinary  type,  but  with   a   keen   argument   swiftly 
thrust  home/ 

Isaeus  influenced  Demosthenes  directly  and  de-  Demo- 

sthenes 

cisively  in  the  forensic  province,  and,  through  this,  cMentiaiiy 
in  the  deliberative  also.  But  Demosthenes  himself/' 
is  manifold ;  it  is  his  very  distinction  that  he  is  of 
no  one  character,  the  exclusive  disciple  of  no  one 
master ;  -  he  excels  the  elder  "  lofty  "  school  in  clear- 
ness, the  "  plain "  school  in  nerve,  in  gravity,  in 
penetrating  and  pungent  force,  the  "middle''  school 
in  variety,  in  symmetry,  in  felicity,  in  pathos, — above 
all,  in  true  propriety  and  in  effectual  strength ;  ^' 
taught  by  nature  and  practice,  he  saw  that  the 
crowds  who  flow  together  to  festivals  or  schools 
demand  another  style  than  the  audiences  in  a  law- 
court  or  in  the  ecclesia ;  that,  for  the  former,  there  is 
need  of  glitter  and  of  entrancement ;  for  the  latter,  of 
exposition  and  help;  that  too  much  pedantry  is  as 
little  suited  to  epideictic  speaking,  as  a  style  too 
diffuse  or  too  florid  to  practical  oratory.*     Sometimes,  \J 


1  Upbi  'Oirfp-opa  A  (Or.  xxx.)  §§ 
37-39:  and  B,  §§  10-14.— The  com- 
parison in  Dionys.  Demosth,  cc.  17-22 
between  Isocrates  De  Pace  §§  41-50 
(355  B.C.)  and  the  Third  Olynthiac 
§§  23-82  (348  B.C.)  exhibits  in  its 
l^rfection  that  which  Demosthenes 
derived  from  Isaeus, — heightened  in 
effect  by  the  strongest  contemporary 
contrast  that  could  have  been  found. 


o6t*  dv8p^  i^XwnJi',...^!  &TrdvTwv 
8i  rA  Kfidriffra  ikXc^dfUPOM :  Dionys. 
Demosth,  38. 

5  lb.  34. 

*  ib.  44.  The  word  which  I  re- 
present by  "glitter"  is  cIxcIti;,— a 
term  used  here  like  t6  drai^X^  in 
c.  45,  merely  of  theatrical  effect. 
In  c.  45,  again,  Forensic  Oratory  is 
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accordingly,  he  has  slowly  -  moving  and  spacious 
periods;  sometimes  his  periods  are  close  and  com- 
pact ;  sometimes  he  stings,  sometimes  he  soothes,  the 
mind  of  the  listener,  sometimes  he  appeals  to  ethos, 
sometimes  to  passion  ;  ^  in  Deliberative  Speeches, 
he  makes  most  use  of  the  "  stately  harmonies  " ;  in 
Forensic,  of  the  "  smooth  "  ;  yet,  here  again,  in  differ- 
ing measures  according  as  it  is  a  public  or  a  private 
cause,  and  with  this  further  discrimination,  that 
simplicity  and  grace  predominate  in  proem  and  nar- 
rative, dignity  and  more  austere  power  in  proof  and 
Various  epilogue.-  Even  in  that  single  field  of  private  causes 
of  his  which  Isaeus  and  Demosthenes  share,  Demosthenes 
Speeches,  provcs  the  compass  of  his  resources.  The  logical 
fineness  of  the  two  speeches  Against  Onetor,  the 
moral  dignity  of  the  defence  For  Phormio,  the  vivid 
delineations  of  character  in  the  speeches  Against 
Pantaenetus  and  Conon,  could  have  met  in  no  other 
man  of  the  age. 
Place  of  Relatively  to  the  history  of  Attic  Oratory,  it  is, 

Awic  for  us,  the,  unique  interest  of  Isaeus  that  he  repre- 
^^~  sents  the  final  period  of  transition.  His  profession 
was  to  write  speeches  which  others  were  to  speak  in 
the  law-courts,  and  this  almost  wholly  in  private 
causes.  He  takes  account,  therefore,  of  the  pattern 
first  made  clear  by  Lysias;  he  tries  somewhat  to 
make  it  seem  as  if  the  private  person  his  client,  and 
between      not  an  cxpcrt,  w^ere  speaking ;  he  aims  at  plainness, 

said  to  require  ^SoyiJ — X^P^' — dirdn;,  '^Qy\rdtx%    koX    dxdrj/f   about    Isaeus  : 

where  the  last  means  artful  ^uxo-  dc  Isae.  i, — "Florid  "is  T6\iyaL¥€Uf 

yutyla.      It    is    very    important    to  — what  might  be  called  an   "oper- 

discriminate    both    these    more    iu-  atic "  style, 

nocent  senses  from  that  in   which  i  ^^  ^o                        2  vj    45 
there    is    said    to    have   been    S6^a 
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d(f>€\€ui.  But,  since  the  time  of  Lysias,  the  expert's 
art  itself  has  been  growing  more  complete,  more  con- 
fident, more  irrepressible.     By  the  side  of  the  Lysian 

• 

** plainness"  there  has  arisen,  in   its  full  strength, 
technical  mastery,  ieivorr^^y — no  longer  haughty,  dis-  and 
trustful,  self-secluding,  as  in  the  days  of  Antiphon, 
but    now    each    day    more    frankly   and    fearlessly 
triumphant.     If  Isaeus  had  been  an  artist  of  genius, 
he  would  have  made  his  choice,  even  if  he  had  not 
widened  his  scope,  and  probably  would  have   has- 
tened by  one  generation  the  maturity  of  civil  elo- 
quence.     But,   confined    almost   wholly  to    private 
causes,  he  did  not  dare  altogether   to   forsake   the 
Lysian  simplicity  for  which  he  had  no  real  gift,  or 
decisively  to  assume  that  open,  energetic  art  towards 
which  his  inborn  strength  drew  him.     He  hesitated  : 
and  he  remains,  therefore,  an  able  compromise — the  His 
first  advocate  who  was  at  once  morally  persuasive 
and   logically  powerful,   without    either    entrancing 
by   the  grace   of  his  ethical  charm  or  constraining 
by  the  imperious   brilliancy   of  his   art ;   one  from  relatively 
whom  Demosthenes  learned  the  best  technical  lessons  sthenes, 
that   Antiphon    or    Thucydides    could    teach,   in    a 
form,  at  once  strict  and  animated,  serviceable  under 
conditions   which  they   had   not   known ;   a   contri- 
butor, by  these  means,  to  the  success  of  Demosthenes 
both  in  the  forensic  and  in  other  fields,  but  no  more 
the  author  of  his  victories  than  he  is  the  kindler  of 
his  enthusiasm :  yet,  for  the  modern  world,  not  the  and  in 
less,  but  the  more,  a  man  who  speaks  with  his  own 
voice   and   stands   for  his  own   work — the   earliest 
master  of  forensic  controversy. 


CHAPTER  XXI 


ISA  E  US 


WORKS 


r 


Sixty-four  speeches  bearing  the  name  of  Isaeus — 
of  which  fifty  were  allowed  as  genuine — and  an  Art 
of  Rhetoric,  are  mentioned  by  the  writer  of  the 
Plutarchic  Life.^  At  least  the  accredited  fifty 
appear  to  have  been  extant  in  the  middle  of  the 
ninth    century.^      Eleven,^    with    large    part   of    a 


^  [Plut]  VU.  Isaeif  KaraXiXoiwe  dk 
\6yovt  i^i^Kovra  W<r<ro/>oj,  &V  eUri 
•yi^iot  T€Pr/JKOPTaf  Kal  I8lat  rix^o-^' 
This  is  the  only  definite  mention  of 
the  Art  of  Rhetoric:  though  Dionysius 
ad  Ammacum  i.  2  speaks  generally 
of  "  Theodectes,  Philiscus,  Isaetis, 
Cephisodorus,  Hypereides,  Lycurgus, 
Aeschines,"  as  being  TapayyeXfidruv 
Tcx^iicQif  <nry7/>a06tf  as  well  as 
speakers.  Blass  {AU,  Ber,  ii.  459) 
suggests  that  it  may  have  been  a 
collection  of  commonplaces. 

2  The  words  of  Photius  {cod,  263) 
are :  dpeyp{b<T$ri<rav  *J<ralov  Sid<f>opoi 
\6yoif  odroi  64,  dirXii;;  elireiy,  els  d'  koI 
I'  (64)  awaptOfiovPTai.  rovrunf  8i  ol 
rb  yvifinov  fiaprvprfdivrci  v'  (60)  Kora- 
Xedroyrou  fi^ov.  Both  the  dirXfa); 
€lT€iif  and  the  (rwapiOfioOpTou  as  op- 
posed to  KaraXeiTovTai  seem  clearly 
to  imply  that  64  were  not  then  {eirc 
850  A.D.)  extant.     The  last  sentence 


may  obviously  be  rendered  in  two 
ways:— (1)  "Of  this  number,  those 
which,  being  attested  as  genuine, 
are  extant  are  only  50  "  ; — implying 
that  others  not  so  attested  were  ex- 
tant. (2)  "Of  this  number,  only 
those  50  which  have  been  attested 
as  genuine  are  extant "  I  prefer  the 
latter  version. 

«  The  Second  Oration  C'On  the 
Estate  of  Menecles")  was  first  dis- 
covered in  the  Laurentian  Library 
in  1785,  and  was  first  edited  by 
Thomas  Tyrwhitt  in  that  year.  In 
tlie  MSS.  known  before  that  date 
all  was  w^anting  from  the  words  ij 
Uilvifi  in  Or.  i.  §  22  to  dXX'  iwciB^  rb 
irpayfjLa  elt  ifias  d^jcrcu  in  Or.  II. 
§  47.  These  concluding  words  of 
Or.  ir.  had,  as  Tyrwhitt  notices 
(p.  21),  been  wrongly  tacked  on  to 
the  imperfect  first  part  of  Or.  i.  In 
the    Translation    of   Isaeus   by  Sir 
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twelfth/  have  come  down  to  us;   forty-two  more- 


of  which  three  were  suspected  by  Harpocration- 
are  known  from  their  titles ;  and  we  have  thus  a 
record  of  fifty-four  imputed,  or  fifty -one  unques- 
tioned, works.^ 

So  far  as  can  now  be  judged,  the  orations  of  Isaeus  Speeches    / 

of  Isfteus    ^"""^ 

were  exclusively  forensic.^     It  is  a  striking  fact  that  wholly 


forensic 


only  three  of  them  appear  to  have  dealt  with  Public  and  almost 
Causes/     All  the  rest  were  concerned  with  Private  private. 


William  Jones  (1779)  we  find  tliis 
arrangement  followed.  The  last 
paragraph  of  Or.  i.  in  his  Trans- 
lation ["To  conclude ;  since  this 
cause... conformably  to  the  laws"] 
is  a  version  of  &\X'  ^ir«5iy...^0/- 
aaa0€,  the  concluding  words,  in 
reality,  of  Or.  11., — which  oration 
was  then,  of  course,  unknown  to 
him.  In  Or.  i.  all  from  /x^  tmi^- 
cavT€t  in  §  22  to  the  end  was  first 
found  by  Mai  in  the  Ambrosian 
Library  at  Milan  and  published  by 
Lim  in  1815. 

*  The  large  fragment  of  the  irrip 
EiJ^tXi^Toi;  preserved  by  Dionysius 
(rfc  Isae,  17)  is  printed  as  Or.  xii. 
by  recent  editors,  as  by  Baiter  and 
Sauppe  in  their  OrcUores  Atiid,^  and 
by  Scheibe  in  his  edition  of  Isaeus 
(Teubner,  1860). 

^  For  the  titles  and  probable  sub- 
jecte  of  the  lost  speeches  see  Sauppe's 
digest  of  the  Fragments  of  Isaeus, 
Or.  AH,  II.  pp.  228-244.  It  will  be 
seen  that  Sauppe  reckons  44  lost 
speeches.  He  supposes  a  lost  speech 
Kar  *ApnrroK\^ovSt  his  No.  IV.,  which 
Blass,  rightly,  I  think,  identifies 
with  the  ifarA  ZrparoicX^oi/t  (XL.  in 
Sauppe).  Further,  Sauppe  reckons 
the  inrip  EiJ^iXi^ou — already  printed 
in  his  Vol.  i.  with  the  Orations — 
among  the  Fragments  also,  as  No. 
XVII.  Omitting,  then.  No.  iv.  and 
No.   XVII.,   we  get  a  total  of   42. 


Blass  reckons  43  lost  speeches  {AU, 
Ber,  II.  459  ffl).  But  I  agree  with 
Sauppe  in  thinking  that  the  irpbi 
*ApdoKi8riv  dToaraaiov  (No.  30  in 
Blass)  was  the  work  of  Lysias,  to 
whom  Harpocration  twice  assigns  it, 
and  that  the  ascription  of  it  to 
Isaeus  by  Pollux  was  a  carelessness 
or  at  least  a  mistake :  see  Sauppe 
Or.  AU.  It.  174. 

The  three  lost  speeches  to  which 
Harpocration  adds  tl  yvfyriot  are : 
1.  icard-  Zr/MxroicVovs  [a.  v.  vtrtprfi- 
Aiepot,  if  indeed,  as  seems  probable, 
Kar*  *ApiaTOK\4ovs  there  is  a  false 
reading  for  icard  XrparoK\4ovi :  the 
latter,  it  must  be  owned,  is  men- 
tioned by  Harpocr.  tinthout  suspicion 
8.  V.  dSucTot]  :  2.  kotA  Meyapitav :  3. 
irp6f  EifkXeiSriv  rbv  "ZuKpariKdv. 

'  The  titles  of  the  lost  speeches 
confirm  the  statement  of  Dionysius 
{Ime.  2) — yhovi  \6y(ay  ivbs  dcrtcrfr^ 
iyiuerot  rod  BiKaviKov.  Yet  one  con- 
ceivable exception  should  be  noticed 
— the  speech  thrice  cited  by  Harpo- 
cration («.  vv.  *A\KiraSt  'Eirticpdnjf, 
irArXof)  under  the  title  ire  pi  rQv  iy 
MaK€8wlqL  />ri$4yr(a¥.  But  this  too 
was  probably  forensic — being  con- 
cerned with  a  vaparpea-petas  ypa<p^f 
possibly  arising  out  of  the  negotia- 
tions regarding  Amphipolis  in  358 
B.C.  :  cf.  Sauppe  11.  238. 

*  1.  Kard  AioK\iovs  Uppeun  (VIII. 
in  Sauppe) :  2.  Tcpl  rtav  h  McuccSovlg, 
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Their        Causes.     Thesc  may  be  classified  as  bearing  on  (1) 

subjects.  .  ,  , 

cases  of  claim  to  an  inheritance ;  (2)  cases  of  claim 
to  the  hand  of  an  heiress ;  (3)  cases  of  claim  to  pro- 
perty ;  (4)  cases  of  claim  to  the  ownership  of  a 
slave ;  (5)  an  action  brought  against  a  surety  whose 
principal  had  made  default ;  (6)  a  special  plea ;  (7) 
appeals  from  one  jurisdiction  to  another.^ 
Principal  In  the  ancicut  collection  of  an  orator's  works,  the 

class — the 

KKntpiKoL  largest  or  the  most  distinctive  class  of  his  speeches 
stood  first.  For  Antiphon,  this  class  consisted  of  the 
speeches  in  cases  of  homicide,  the  (f>oviKoi;  and  these 
alone  have  been  preserved, — the  last  of  them  (Or.  vi. 
**  On  the  Choreutes ")  being  apparently  defective  at 
the  end,  where  the  manuscript  broke  oflf.^  For  Isaeus, 
this  class  comprised  the  speeches  in  will-cases,  the 
k\r)piKol :  and  so,  here  too,  these  alone  have  been 
saved,  with  a  like  defect  at  the  end  of  the  speech 
(xi.)  On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias.^ 

The  kXti'  In  these  extant  speeches  the  connexion  with  the 

pucol  classi* 

aedby       will-case    is    sometimes    direct,   sometimes    indirect. 

From  the  literary  point  of  view,  they  belong  to  one 

class,  the  Testamentary.     From  the  Attic  legal  point 

of  view,  they  require  to  be  further  classified  thus  : — 

I.     Trials   of  Claim   to   an   Inheritance    (SutSi- 

1.  On  the  Estate  of  Cleonymus.     [Or.  i.] 

^Bivrufv  (xxvil.):  3.  irepl  tQp  diro-  including  will -cases]:   (4)    dfrwrra- 

4>dff€(av  {lu).  [Possibly  the  diro^a-ett  fflov:   (5)  iyy^nit:   (6)  dPTUfioala   [as 

or  reports  made  by  the  Areiopagus  to  =vapaypa<f>ifi] :  (7)  f^ecrtr. 

the  ecclesia:  see  Dcinarchus  Or.  i.  ^  Vol.  i.  p.  63. 

§§  53  ff.]      The  doubt    as    to    the  *  That  Or.  xi.  is  imperfect  seems 

authenticity   of  the   icard  'M.eyapiufv  certain  from  §  44  of  that  speech, 

has  already  been  noticed.  *  Such  a  claim  was  iriducaala  (Or. 

^  (1)  KXrjpiKol:   (2)  iwiKXripiKol :  (3)  XI.  §  15^  t^v  ifi^p  imducafflop) :  the 

HiaiiKcurlas  [properly  a  general  term,  trial  of  claims,  diaSiKaffia. 
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2.  On  the  Estate  of  Nicostratus.     [Or.  iv.] 

3.  On  the  Estate  of  ApoUodorus.     [Or.  vii.] 

4.  On  the  Estate  of  Ciron.     [Or.  viii.] 

5.  On  the  Estate  of  Astyphilus.     [Or.  ix.] 

6.  On  the  Estate  of  Aristarchus.     [Or.  x.] 

II.  Actions  for  False  Witness  {iUat  ^jrevSofiapTV" 

pt&v). 

1.  On  the  Estate  of  Menecles.     [Or.  11.] 

2.  On  the  Estate  of  Pyrrhus.     [Or.  iii.] 

3.  On  the  Estate  of  Philoctemon.     [Or.  vi.] 

III.  Action  to  compel  the  discharge  of  a  Surety- 
ship (677UI79  SI/C7)). 

On  the  Estate  of  Dicaeogenes.     [Or.  v.] 

IV.  Indictment  of  a  Ouardianfor  maltreatment  of 

a  Ward  (^eiaayyeXia  KaKcoaeco^  6p(f>avov). 

On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias.     [Or.  xi.] 

V.  Appeal    {e<f)€<Ti^)  from    Arbitration    to    a 
Dicastery, 

For  Euphiletus.     [Or.  xii.] 
The  speeches  of  Isaeus  are  the  oldest  documents  Peculiar 
in   the   world  which   illustrate  with   minuteness   of  of  these 
detail  the  workings  of  a  Testamentary  Law.^     It  has 
been  shown  beyond  reasonable  doubt  that  the  idea 
of  a  man's  legal  existence  being  prolonged  in  his  heir, 
or  in  a  group  of  co-heirs,  sprang  from  the  attribution 
to  the  individual  of  that  perpetuity  which  is  the 
characteristic  of  the  family.^     The  idea  of  continuing  Origin  of 
the  family  is  that  in  which  the  testament  begins. 
Now,  in  primitive  societies,  religious  rites  are  the 

^  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  except,  no  light  on  legal  points, 

with  Sir  W.  Jones  {Commentary,  p.  ^  Maine's  Ancient  Law,  ch.  vi.  on 

165),   the    Aeginetiem   of    Isocrates  "  The  Early  History  of  Testamentary 

(Or.  XIX.  394-3  B.C.) — which  throws  Succession." 
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symbols  and  warrants  of  the  family's  continuity. 
The  father  of  the  Indo-European  house  was  its  priest 
as  well  as  its  master :  the  sacrifices  which,  in  life,  he 
offered  at  the  hearth  could,  after  his  death,  be  offered 
only  by  the  son  in  whom  his  personality  survived.^ 
These  sacrifices  were  at  once  the  most  solemn  obliga- 
tions of  his  successor  and  the  most  sacred  pledges  of 
an  inviolable  succession.  What,  then,  was  to  happen 
if  there  was  no  heir  duly  qualified  by  nearness  in 
The  faculty  blood  ?     To  mcct  this  case,  primitive  society  invented 

of  Adop-       .  ,        .  .      ,  . 

tion.  Adoption,  that  is,  the  authorised  fiction  of  kinship. 
The  faculty  of  adoption  was  the  germ  of  testamentary 
power.  But  there  is  no  proof  that  any  ancient  society, 
except  the  Roman,  got  beyond  the  faculty  of  adoption 

Athenian    to  a  truc  powcr  of  testation.     The  Athenian  Will  was 

law  of  suc- 
cession,     only  an  inchoate  Testament.     Permission  to  execute 

a  will  was  first  given  to  Athenian  citizens  by  the  laws 

of  Solon.  ^     But  it  was  expressly  restricted  to  those 

citizens  who  had  no  direct  male  descendants.     Those 

^  '    illustrations    of    Athenian    testamentary    succession 

which  are  supplied  by  the  speeches  of  Isaeus  have 

one  general  characteristic  of  striking  interest,  and  it 

is  in  this,  more  than  in  the  light  which  they  throw 

on  Attic  details,  that  their  great  and  lasting  value 

The  resides.     The  Hindoo  system  of  succession  shows  the 

system.      primitive  religious  element  completely  predominant. 

When  the  childless  Hindoo  adopts  a  child,  it  is  with 

a  view  to  "  the  funeral  cake,  the  water,  and  the  solemn 

The  sacrifice."  ^     The  Roman  testamentary  law  of  Cicero's 

time,  on  the  other  hand,  has  broken  free  of  religion ; 

'  See  Cox's  HuL  of  Ortect^  Vol.  i.  ^  Grote,  c.  xt.  vol.  in.  186. 

pp.  14  ff.  3  Maine,  /.  c.  p.  192. 


Roman. 
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the  sacra  have  passed  under  the  separate  jurisdiction 
of  the  Pontifical  College ;  the  obligation  imposed  by 
the  Civil  Law  has  become  independent  of  the  theo- 
logical sanction/  The  Athenian  system  belongs  Relation  of 
essentially  to  the  same  stage  as  the  Hindoo  system,  un  to 
It  has  not,  like  the  Eoman  law  of  Cicero's  time,  form- 
passed  that  point  of  development  at  which  testation 
proper  begins.  But,  in  spirit,  the  Athenian  system  in  spirit, 
may  be  regarded  as  intermediate  between  the  Hindoo 
and  the  Roman.  The  Athenian  exercise  of  adoptive 
power  retains,  indeed,  as  its  nominal  first  principle, 
the  religious  continuity  of  the  family.  "  Succour  him 
who  is  with  the  dead,"  cries  the  speaker  to  the  jurors, 
— "  do  not  allow  him — I  beseech  you  by  the  gods  and 
the  immortal  spirits — to  be  treated  with  contumely 
by  these  men"  :  ''think,"  he  exclaims,  ''for  what  you 
will  become  responsible  if  you  are  persuaded  by  Cleon 
to  give  a  difierent  verdict : — first  of  all,  you  will  send 
the  worst  enemies  of  Astyphilus  to  celebrate  the  rites 
at  his  grave."  It  would  be  an  utter  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  these  pathetic  or  stately  commonplaces  are 
altogether  hollow.  The  sentiment  is  real  enough. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  there  is  a  difference  between 
the  Hindoo  and  the  Athenian  feeling.  The  Hindoo 
adopts  a  son  primarily  in  order  that  his  departed 
spirit  may  enjoy  higher  spiritual  benefits  than  it 
could  enjoy  if  the  offerings  at  the  grave  were  made 

^  Gaius  II.   §  57,  in  speaking  of  qui    sacra  facerent:     quorum   illis 

the  case  where  Boman  law  allowed  tempcrUma  summa  observatio/uU:  et 

possession  to  be  taken  of  a  vacant  ut    creditores  haherent  a  quo  suum 

inheritance  by  the  usu-captive  title  cotisequereTUur  —  showing    how    far 

called  pro  herede,  suggests  this  ex-  back  in  the  past  the  old  religious 

planation  —  quod    voluerunt   veteres  feeling  was  to  him. 
maturius  heredUaUs  adiri,  iU  essent 
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by  a  relative  less  near  than  a  son.^  The  Athenian  of 
^  the  days  of  Isaeus  adopted  a  son  "primarily  because 
he  wished  to  leave  his  property  to  a  person  who 
would  not  otherwise  get  it.  For  the  Hindoo,  that 
religious  motive  in  which  adoption  originated  is  still 
foremost.  For  the  Athenian  of  the  days  of  Isaeus, 
the  faculty  of  adoption,  though  necessarily  associated 
with  religion,  is  chiefly  significant  in  its  civil  aspect, 
as  a  limited  form  of  testamentary  power. 

The  following  are  the  chief  rules  which,  at  Athens, 
governed  succession  and  bequest : — 

I.  When  a  citizen  died  leaving  sons,  they  shared 
the  inheritance  equally,  the  eldest  having  priority  of 
choice. 

II.  Failing  sons  and  sons'  issue,  daughters  and 
daughters'  issue  succeeded.^ 

III.  But  a  daughter  was  never,  in  our  sense,  an 
heiress.  She  was,  strictly,  a  person  tvho  went  loith 
the  estate  {hrU\npo^).  The  heir,  properly  speaking, 
was  either  (1)  her  nearest  kinsman,  who  was  bound 
to  marry  her ;  or  (2)  that  person  to  whom  her  father 
had  devised  the  property  on  condition  of  marrying 
her. 

IV.  Failing  lineal  descendants,  the  succession 
passed  to  collateral  kinsfolk  on  the  paternal  side,  as 
far  down  as  to  children  of  first-cousins,^  with  a  pre- 


1  Isae.  Or.  ii.  §  47  :  ix.  §  36.  See 
the  Tagore  Law  Lectures  for  1870, 
by  Mr.  Herbert  Cowell  (formerly 
Tagore  Law  Professor),  Lect.  ix.,  On 
the  Rite  of  Adaption,  pp.  208  f.  The 
original  idea,  that  the  son,  by  per- 
forming funeral  rites,  delivers  the 
father  from  torment^  has  been  partly 
lost  sight  of ;  but  it  is  still  held  that 


the  son  can  thus  admit  the  father  to 
some  particular  heaven  which  no 
other  sacrificer  could  open  to  him. 

3  Cf.  Ar.  Av.  1651-1666. 

^  It  has  sometimes  been  held  (as 
by  Sir  W.  Jones  in  his  Commentary^ 
p.  191)  that  second-consiriB  were  in 
the  succession.  Now  the  law,  as 
quoted  with  perhaps  intentional  am- 
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ference  to  males.  Failing  these,  it  passed  to  the 
maternal  side,  with  the  like  limit  and  preference.  It 
then  returned  to  the  paternal  side. 

V.  A  man  could  not  disinherit  his  son.  Nor 
could  he  separate  his  estate  from  his  daughter, 
though  he  could  select  the  person  whom  she  was  to 
marry. 

VI.  A  childless  man  might,  either  during  his  life 
or  by  testament,  adopt  any  Athenian  citizen  as  his 
son  and  heir. 

VII.  Mothers  ^  certainly,  fathers  ^  probably,  could 
not  inherit  from  their  children.  But  an  inheritance 
could  ascend  collaterally;  e,g,  an  uncle  could  inherit, 
or  could  marry  the  daughter  with  whom  the  estate 
went. 


I.  Trials  of  Claim  to  an  Inheritance 
1.  On  the  Estate  of  Cleonymus.     [Or.  l] 


STEMMA 
Polyarchus  O 


O 


o 


I 

Cleonymus 
t 


O 
I 


A  +  O — Deinias      Pherenicus    Poseidippos    Diocles 
I  Guardian  of  \  \ 

Claimanta  \ 

t  Defendants 

O 
I 


I 
ClaimantSf 

of  whom  the  elder  speaks 


bigiiity  in  Or.  xi.  §  2,  said  /x^x/^ 
dverf/iCoy  iralitav :  meaning  that  A, 
B's  son,  is  in  the  succession  to  C, 
if  B  and  C  were  dv€\l/iol,  first-cousins. 
But  the  quibbling  jspeaker  there 
makes  it  mean  that  A  is  in  the  suc- 
cession, not  only  to  C,  but  to  C*8 
son.     Hence  the  fallacy. 


^  Of  the  relationship  between 
mother  and  son  it  is  said  expressly 
(Or.  XI.  §  17) — 5  avyytviffrarov 
fiJkv  ^v  tS  (pOaei  rdrrutyf  iv  Si  rait 
iyxt^relais  (degrees  recognised  by 
the  law)  6fio\oyov/Uvb)s  o^k  i<mv, 

>  Cf.  C.  R.  Kennedy  in  the  IHei. 
Ant.  s.  y.  ffereSt  p.  595  a. 


320  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

J.  1.  On  Polyarchus   left  two   children,    Cleonymus,    and 

of  cie-       the  mother  of  the  claimants.     On  the  death  of  their 
on>n»u8.     fj^^^^gj.    ^^    claimants   became   the   wards    of    their 

paternal  uncle  Deinias.^  They  were  heirs-at-law  of 
their  maternal  uncle  Cleonymus  (§  4).  But  Cle- 
onymus, having  quarrelled  with  Deinias,  resolved  to 
spite  him  by  disinheriting  his  wards.  He  therefore 
made  a  will  in  favour  of  some  remoter  kinsmen, — 
Poseidippus  (§  4),  Diodes  (§  14),  Pherenicus  and  his 
brothers  (§  45).^  After  the  death  of  Deinias,  how- 
ever, Cleonymus  relented.  He  took  charge  of  his 
nephews;  and  in  his  last  illness  resolved  to  cancel 
his  will.  With  this  purpose  he  sent  for  the  magis- 
trate (o  aaTvvofio^  §15);  but  he  died  before  he  had 
seen  him. 

The  claimants  contend  that  the  will  had  been 
virtually  cancelled,  and  claim  as  next  of  kin  {Kara 
Ttjv  a/yxi'O^Telav,  §  6).     The   defendants   rely   on   the 

will   (^Karct  SiaOiJKrjv  afuf)ia-l3rjT0va'iv,  §  41).      The   eldest 

claimant  is  the  speaker. 
Date.  Benseler  places  the  speech  below  360  B.C.,  and 

indeed  regards  it  as  one  of  the  latest,  because  hiatus 
is  avoided  with  a  care,  foreign,  he  thinks,  to  the 
earlier  manner  of  Isaeus.^  In  the  case  of  Or.  viii., 
at .  least,  as  we  shall  see,  this  test  hardly  holds  good. 
This,  however,  is  a  much  stronger  instance,  and  the 
speech  may  safely  be  referred  to  the  years  360-353. 

^  From  §  9,  it  is  olear  that  Deinias  oversight  that    the  author    of   the 

was  not  the  brother  of  Cleonymus.  Greek  Argument  has  included  among 

In  §  4  it  is  expressly  said  that  Cleo-  the  defendants  Simon,  named  as  a 

nymus  was  the  son  of  Polyarchus.  friend  of  Deinias   in  §  31, — where 

'  Scheibe  seems  right  in  assuming  a^^=^€p€vlK(!), 

that  Diodes  and  Poseidippus  are  not  ^  Bens.  De  hiatu,  p.  19?. 
brothers  of  Pherenicus.     It  is  by  an 
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"  Cleonymus  had  intended  us  to  be  his  heirs :  now  we  Analysis, 
are  in  court  with  not  only  his  legjwy  but  our  whole  fortune 
at  stake.  The  friends  of  the  defendants  recognise  our 
right  to  at  least  a  share  of  the  legacy ;  but  the  defendants 
themselves,  so  far  from  admitting  this,  seek  to  deprive  us 
of  our  very  patrimony,  on  account  of  alleged  debts  to 
Cleonymus  (§§  1-5).  We  shrink  from  appearing  against 
kinsmen ;  the  defendants  have  no  such  feeling ;  they  have 
mustered  all  their  forces  as  against  enemies  (^  6-8). 

[Then  comes  a  narrative  of  the  facts,  g  9-14,  supported 
by  witnesses,  g  15-16.] 

''  It  is  pretended  that  Cleonymus  sent  for  the  magistrate 
not  to  cancel  but  to  confirm  his  wilL  If,  being  then  on 
the  best  terms  with  us,  his  nephews,  he  wished  to  clinch 
the  wrong  which,  in  a  fit  of  anger,  he  had  once  meant  to  do 
us,  he  was  mad,  and  his  will  ought  to  be  set  aside.  But 
that  this  was  not  his  purpose, — that  he  meant,  not  to 
revise,  but  to  revoke  his  will, — was  shown  by  the  unwilling- 
ness of  Poseidippus  and  Diodes  to  admit  the  magistrate 
(^  17-24).  Besides,  a  mere  correction  or  addition  might 
have  been  made  on  a  new  tablet;  by  sending  for  the 
original  document  Cleonymus  showed  that  he  desired  some 
substantial  alteration  (^  24-26).  Not  only  on  grounds  of 
kinship  but  also  on  grounds  of  friendship  Cleonymus  was 
more  likely  to  have  left  his  property  to  us  than  to  the 
defendants  (g  27-38).  There  is  always  a  presumption  for 
claimants  by  blood  as  against  claimants  by  will  (g  41-43). 
Again,  take  the  test*  of  reciprocal  obligation :  if  Cleonymus 
had  died  leaving  daughters  unprovided  for,  we,  not  the 
defendants,  would  have  been  liable  to  provide  for  them 
(^  39,  40).  Or,  if  the  defendants  and  we  had  alike  died 
without  issue,  Cleonymus  would  have  been  heir,  not  to 
them,  but  to  us  (g  44-47).  Either  the  testator  was  of 
unsound  mind,  or  we  are  the  heirs  "  (^  48-51). 

VOL.  II  Y 
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2.  On  the  Estate  of  Nicostratiis.     [Or.  rv.] 

STEMMA 

o 


Thrasymachus  Thrasippus 


I  I    ^ 

Nicostratus  Hagnon  Hagnotnetu 

i 

Defendants  f  for  whom  a  friend 
perorates,  against  one  Chariades. 

I.  2.  On  Nicostratus,  an  Athenian  citizen,  had  died  abroad, 

of  Nico-  after  an  absence  from  Athens  of  eleven  years  (§  8), 
'^^'  during  part  of  which  he  seems  to  have  been  doing 
miUtary  service  (§§  18-26).  His  first  cousins,  Hag- 
non and  Hagnotheus,  claimed  his  property  as  next  of 
kin  (Karib  yivo^).  Their  claim  is  disputed  by  one 
Chariades,  who  says  that  it  is  his  under  an  express 
bequest  {Karit  Boaiv),  Chariades  had  been  absent 
from  Athens  for  seventeen  years  before  the  death  of 
Nicostratus  (§  29),  and  professed  to  have  been  inti- 
mate with  him  abroad. 

In  this  speech,  a  friend  (§  7)  of  Hagnon  and 
Hagnotheus  recapitulates  the  points  of  their  case. 
Hagnon  (or,  as  he  and  his  brother  were  boys, 
v€avl<TKot  §  26,  some  one  for  them)  had,  probably, 
already  spoken.  That  this  speech  is  the  second 
{hrlXoyos)  for  the  defence  is  clear  from  the  fact  that 
no  witnesses  are  called.  There  is  no  ground  for  sup- 
posing, with  the  author  of  the  Argument,  that  the 
speaker  was  Isaeus.^     The  date  is  uncertain. 

^  *I(reuof    oSv    6    jrfyr^Pt   says    the  v€pX    rhv  "kyvtawa.,    \hf€i,    ffvinjyQpui^ 

author  of  the  Argament — and  the  a^o<r.     He  has  taken  his  o-it^cfi^ 

odif  is  yery  characteristic  of  his  airy  simply  from  §  1,  where  the  word 

assumptions— <i;r  ffvyyeviis  dv  rOr  itrin^Seioimayf  of  course,  mean  "re- 
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''Witnesses  cannot  be  brought,  nor  false  statements  Analysis, 
easily  refuted,  in  regard  to  transactions  abroad.  But  the 
case  of  Hagnon  and  his  brother  can  be  proved  from  what 
has  occurred  at  Athens.  First, — Chariades  calls  Nico- 
stratus  the  son  of  Smicrus.  Hagnon  and  his  brother  claim 
the  property  of  Nicostratus,  son  of  Thrasymachus.  But 
for  this  discrepancy,  the  judges  would  have  had  to  ask 
merely,  Did  or  did  not  Nicostratus  leave  a  will  ?  Clearly 
Chariades  wanted  to  perplex  an  issue,  otherwise  simple,  by 
raising  a  question  of  identity  (g  1-6). 

"  Six  other  persons  besides  Chariades  have  put  forward, 
and  withdrawn,  claims  to  the  inheritance.^  Chariades  him- 
self in  the  first  instance  claimed  it  on  the  ground  of  kinship. 
Then,  shifting  his  ground,  he  claimed  it  under  a  will  (g  7- 
10).  Such  claimants,  when  defeated,  ought  to  be  fined, 
not  merely  in  proportion  to  their  assessed  property  (jcaTa 
TO  T€Xo9),  but  in  the  whole  amount  of  the  estate  claimed. 


lations,"  as  it  does  iu  §  18,  but  seems 
rather  to  mean  merely  "friends"  : — 
Hagnon  and  Hagnotheas  are  my 
cTtr^deiot,  the  speaker  says,  "^m 
Oif.ir  fiiihtr  was  before  them."  Schu- 
mann (p.  269)  remarks  that  the 
author's  authority  may  have  been 
Didymus,  whose  commentaries  on 
Isacus  are  mentioned  by  Harpocr. 
s.v.  yafirjMa — a  flattering  supposi- 
tion, 1  fear. 

^  The  ])as8age  in  §  7  still  offers  an 
exercise  to  the  ingenuity  of  critics. 
Xo  sooner  was  the  large  property  of 
the  deceased  Nicostratus  sent  home, 
than  every  one  shaved  his  head, — all 
Athens  went  into  mourning  for  its 
relative.  tIs  y^f>  ovk  dTCKclparo, 
tjreidri  tCo  ivo  TaXdvrta  i^dKit  1f\0€TOif ; 
The  €^A.KLi  is  the  puzzle.  I.  Reisko 
would  utidcrstand  €ls  Kplffw  with 
ij\0€Toi> :  *  *  when  the  two  talents 
came  six  times  into  dispute " :  but 
(1)  the  grief  would  have  been  coun- 
terfeited be/ore  the  contest :  and  (2) 
the  ellii^se  of  e/t  Kplcif  is  utterly  im- 


possible. II.  Schomann  suggests, 
ixeid^  TU)  d6o  roKdvTu  i^iKcwBw — i.e, 
"as  soon  as  the  two  talents  were 
announced/or  competition " — iKKetaOcu 
referring  to  notice  given  by  the 
magistrates  that  claimants  of  the 
estate  should  come  forward.  III. 
Valckenar,  i^  'Aojf-which  Scheibe, 
adopting  his  emendation,  properly 
writes  i^  'Air^j.  The  Phoenician 
town  *AifT>  is  mentioned  by  Harpo- 
cratiou.  The  emendation  is  one  of 
those  which,  when  confirmed  by  the 
evidence  of  facts,  are  certain,  but 
which,  in  the  absence  of  such  evi- 
dence, are  only  brilliant. 

May  not  i^it  be  simply  a  mar- 
ginal gloss  by  some  one  who,  having 
counted  up  tlie  claimants  (other  than 
Chariades)  enumerated  in  §§  8,  9, 
found  that  their  number  was  six? 
The  annotator  may  either,  like 
Keiske,  have  taken  iiXOerw  to  mean 
"were  contested"  and  have  meant 
his  note  for  that  wonl ;  or  he  may 
have  mentally  supplier!  his  verb. 


324  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

A  claim  under  a  will  which  sets  aside  the  natural  succession 
requires  scrutiny.  Witnesses  can  prove  only  the  fact  of  a 
will,  not  the  identity  of  one  will  with  another.  Then  the 
law  requires  that  the  testator  should  have  been  of  sound 
mind. 

"Universally  the  presumption  is  strong  in  favour  of 
claimants  by  kinship  as  against  claimants  under  a  will  (^Kara 
Soa-iv,  S  11—18).  In  this  case  Chariades  was  not  on  such 
terms  with  Nicostratus  as  make  the  bequest  probable. 
Chariades  was  not  the  messmate  {avaatros:)  of  Nicostratus. 
He  was  not  even  in  the  same  company  (jdJ^L^)  with  him. 
He  did  not  pay  him  the  last  offices  (^  18—20).  The 
property  of  persons  dying  abroad  has  often  been  claimed  by 
strangers.  On  grounds  both  general  and  particular  the 
probabilities  are  in  favour  of  the  defendants. 

"  Certain  supporters  of  Chariades  pretend  that  they 
are  themselves  the  next  of  kin  to  Nicostratus.  In  that 
cfitse  it  is  their  interest  to  claim  the  estate  on  their  own 
account.  If  defeated,  they  will  be  able  to  try  again: 
whereas,  if  Chariades  once  obtains  the  estate  under  an 
alleged  will,  no  claim  founded  on  kinship  can  afterwards  be 
entertained  (^  21-26). 

"  Lastly : — contrast  the  antecedents  of  the  parties  to 
the  cause.  Thi'asippus,  father  of  the  defendants,  was  a 
patriotic  citizen,  and  his  sons  have  always  borne  a  good 
name.  Chariades — who  has  been  absent  from  Athens  for 
seventeen  years — has  been  imprisoned  for  theft  and  in- 
dicted as  a  malefactor.  Let  the  judges  decide  as  the 
evidence  and  their  oaths  enjoin"  (^  27-31). 
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3.   On  the  Estate  of  Apollodorus.     [Or.  vii.] 

STEMMA 

O  (ApoUodonis  ?) 

I 


Eupolis  Mneson      Thrasyllns  I.  +  A  +  Archedamus 

t     +r       II 


III  II 

Apollodorus  II.  A  A  Apollodorus  I.  A 

t  Wife  of         Wife  of  Testator 

Pronapes       Acschines  | 

I  O 

Thrasybulus  +  Thrasyllus  II. 

Speaker^  adopted 

son  of 

Apollodorus  I. 

Eupolis,  Mneson  and  Thrasyllus  were  brothers,  l  8.  On 

.  .  .  .  the  Estate 

Mneson  died  childless.  Thrasyllus  was  killed  in  the  of  ApoUo- 
Sicilian  expedition,  and  left  his  son  Apollodorus  I.  to 
the  guardianship  of  Eupolis.  Eupolis  abused  the 
trust.  He  intercepted,  by  a  pretended  will,  half  of 
Mneson's  property ;  and  also  embezzled  much  of  his 
nephew's  patrimony.  Apollodorus  I.  found  a  friend, 
however,  in  his  mother's  second  husband,  Archeda- 
mus, who  supported  him  in  an  action  against  Eupolis. 
Archedamus  died,  leaving  a  daughter  who  was 
married  and  had  a  son,  Thrasyllus  II.  When  Apol- 
lodorus lost  his  only  son,  he  determined  to  adopt 
this  Thrasyllus  as  his  son  and  heir. 

At  the  death  of  Apollodorus,  his  estate  was 
claimed  by  his  first-cousin,  the  elder  of  the  two 
daughters  of  Eupolis,  and  wife  of  one  Pronapes. 
She  denied  that  Thrasyllus  II.  had  been  adopted  by 
Apollodorus  I.  In  this  speech  Thrasyllus  defends 
his  right. 

The    date    must  be  about   353   B.c.      Fgj  : — 1.  Date. 
Apollodorus   I.,  when  about  to  set  forth  on  a  cam- 
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paign  to  Coriuth,  made  a  will,  and  directed  that 
his  daughter,  the  speaker's  mother,  should  marr}' 
one  Lacratides  (§  9).  The  campaign  was  probably 
that  of  01.  96.  4,  393  B.C.,  or  01.  97.  1,  392  B.c. 
At  this  time,  then,  the  speaker's  mother  was  un- 
married. Her  marriage — not  to  Lacratides,  but  to 
the  speaker's  father,  Archedamus — may  be  put  four  or 
five  years  later :  in  388  or  387  b.c. — 2.  The  speaker, 
when  adopted  by  Apollodorus,  had  already  been  a 
thesmothetes  (§  34);  i.e.  was  at  least  thirty.  But 
he  cannot  have  been  much  more,  for  he  is  still  a 
young  man  (§  41). — 3.  Soon  after  his  adoption,  he 
went  on  a  sacred  embassy  to  the  Pythian  festival 
(§  27).  The  first  Pythiad  after  the  speaker  had 
reached  the  age  of  thirty  was  that  of  01.  106.  3, 
354  B.C. — 4.  From  §§  14,  15  it  may  be  inferred  that 
Apollodorus  I.  did  not  live  long  after  the  adoption ; 
and  the  contest  for  the  property  must  have  followed 
soon  after  his  death.  The  adoption  may,  then,  be 
placed  early  in  354  ;  the  trial,  in  353.^ 

Analysis.  The  Speaker,  Thrasyllus,  was  adopted  by  Apollodorus 

during  the  latter's  lifetime.  This  kind  of  adoption  is  always 
less  open  to  suspicion  than  adoption  under  a  wilL  The 
speaker  might  have  barred  the  claim  of  Pronapes  by  an 
afl&davit  (SuifiapTvpla) :  but,  confident  in  his  cause,  he  has 
prefen-ed  a  direct  trial  (evdvSi/cia,  ^  1—4). 

Gratitude  to  Archedamus  had  prompted  Apollodorus  to 
adopt  the  speaker ;  who,  at  the  Thargelia,  was  duly  received 
into  the  family  and  the  clan  (g  5-17).  Had  there  been 
no  such  adoption,  however,  the  next  heir  would  have  been, 

^  The  allusion  in  §  38  to  the  dis-  fioplat  rV  vavv  Toirf<rdfi€¥os  Cxnrtp 
chargeof  the  trierarchy  by  companies  ol  vvv)  would  alone  prove  the  speech 
instead  of  individuals   {o(/k  4k  avfx-      to  be  later  than  358  B.c. 
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not  the  wife  of  Pronapes,  but  her  nephew,  Thrasybulus. 
The  silence  of  Thrasybulus  is  evidence  to  the  adoption 
(g  18-26) ;  which  wfis  ratified  by  the  demesmen  of  Apollo- 
dorus.  At  their  meeting  to  choose  the  oflBcers  of  the  deme 
(eV  apxO'ipco'lai^),  they  placed  Thrasyllus  on  their  register 
(Xrj^iap'X^iKOv  ypafifiarelov :  §§  27,  28).^ 

The  wife  of  Pronapes  and  her  sister  had  already  in- 
herited the  property  of  their  brother ;  but  had  ignored  the 
obligation  to  constitute  one  of  their  children  his  repre- 
sentative before  the  law  (eloTroietv  viov  avr^,  §  31) ;  and 
thus  his  line  had  become  extinct  (i^rfpijficDTai  6  oIko^,  ib,). 
This  would  have  been  warning  enough  to  ApoUodorus.  He 
would  never  have  left  his  property  to  the  wife  of  Pronapes 
(^  29-32).  On  the  other  hand,  no  one  had  stronger  claims 
on  Apollodorus  than  the  speaker  (^  33-36). 

The  public  services  of  Apollodorus  and  his  father,  Thra- 
syllus I.,  are  contrasted  with  those  of  Pronapes.^  The 
speaker  htis  already  served  the  state  as  far  as  his  years 
allowed,  and  hopes  to  serve  it  more  (^37-42).  Summary : 
§§  43-45. 

4.  On  the  Estate  of  Ciron.     [Or.  viii.] 

STEMMA 


A 

I 


I 

o- 

Ciron 


First  Wife 
of  Ciron, 


Married,  first  to 

Nausimeiies  ;  secoTidly 

to  another  husband^  by 

whom 


I 

O 
t 


I 


I 

o 

Speaker. 


O  (§  87) 


Second  Wife  of  Ciron  and  sister 
A  of  Diocles 


1  From  §§  26-28  it  appears  that 
ratification  by  the  deme  was  necessary 
before  enrolment  by  the  ycvpiirax  and 
^pdropes  could  entitle  the  adopted 


I 

O 
t 


O 


o 

Claimant 

against  the 

Speaker. 


person  even  to  family  rights;    see 

Schafer  Dem,  u,  seine  Zeit^  in.  ii.  27. 

^  In  §  39  it  is  said  that  Pronapes 

i^trtypd^aro    fiJh    rlfiiifia    fiucpdv,    u)S 
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L  4.  Od 
the  Estate 
of  Ciron. 


Date. 


Ciron  married  his  first-cousin,  by  whom  he  had 
one  daughter.  This  daughter  was  married,  first,  to 
Nausimenes ;  secondly,  to  another  husband  by  whom 
she  had  two  sons,  of  whom  the  eldest  is  the  speaker. 

After  the  death  of  his  first  wife,  Ciron  married 
the  sister  of  one  Diodes,  and  had  by  her  two  sons, 
both  of  whom  died  young. 

At  the  death  of  Ciron,  his  estate  was  claimed  by 
his  daughter's  eldest  son.  But  the  son  of  Ciron's 
brother,  instigated  by  Diodes,^  set  up  a  counter- 
claim on  two  distinct  grounds  :  1.  That  Ciron's  grand- 
son is  illegitimate ;  2.  That,  supposing  him  legitimate, 
a  brother's  son  has  a  better  claim  than  a  daughter's 
son.»    This  speech  is  the  defendant's  answer. 

The  only  indication  of  the  date  is  that  the 
speaker  and  his  brother  were  bom  after  the  archon- 
ship  of  Eucleides,'  01.  94.  2,  403  B.C.  (§  43).     The 


ipxds,  "returned  his  income  as 
small,  but  claimed  to  hold  magis- 
tracies, as  if  he  paid  the  tax  of  a 
knight"  —  showing  that  the  names, 
at  least,  of  the  Solonian  classes  were 
kept  up.  Schomann  suggests  that 
the  offices  for  which  the  census  of  a 
knight  was  required  may  have  been 
such  as  were  concerned  with  the 
administration  of  the  public  money 
(p.  873). 

'  This  Diodes  of  Phlya  is  the  same 
against  whom  Isaeus  wrote  the  lost 
speeches,  irard  Ato/cX^our  d^peui  (pos- 
sibly in  the  ypa^  mentioned  at  §  41 
of  our  speech),  and  irpbs  Aio/rX^a  irepl 
Xiaplovi  fragments  viii.  and  ix.  in 
Sauppe  O.A,  ii.  p.  230  ff.  Diodes 
was  "sumamed  Orestes"  (§  8,  cf.  § 
44) — a  nickname  for  any  violent  char- 
acter, borrowed  from  the  robber  men- 
tioned by  Aristophanes — not  without 


an  Euripidean  allusion.  See  Acham, 
1166,  elra  Kard^U  ris  a(rroO  fuB^tav 
r^t  Ke0aX^s  *Opi(mji  fuuv6fj£vos. 

*  "According" — says  the  author 
of  the  Greek  Argument — *  *  to  thf  well- 
known  law  {Kard  rhv  vSfiop  ixeTvop) 
which  prescribes  that  descendants  in 
the  male  line  shall  be  preferred  to 
descendants  in  the  female  line."  The 
writer  was  evidently  thinking  of  Or. 
VII.  §  20.  But  (1)  the  reference 
there  is  to  dy€\f/iadoT :  (2)  the  question 
here  is  between  lineal  and  collateral 
kinship.  The  nephew's  claim  on  this 
second  ground  was  baseless. 

*  Observe  the  argument  which,  in 
§  43,  is  founded  upon  this  fact. 
Diodes,  says  the  speaker,  imperils 
not  only  our  fortune  but  our  citizen- 
ship. If  our  mother  was  not  a 
citizen,  neither  are  we  citizens  :  **/ar 
we  toere  bom  after  the  archonship  of 
Eucleides"    This  alludes  to  the  law 
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speech  cannot,  then,  be  put  before  383  B.c.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  speaker's  plea  of  "  utter  inexperience  " 
(§5)  implies  youthfulness.  Now,  if  he  was  a  young 
man,  the  date  cannot  be  much  below  383,^  since 
otherwise  it  would  have  been  superfluous  for  him  to 
tell  the  judges  that  he  was  born  after  403.  The  date 
is  probably  about  375  B.C. 

The  speaker  denounces  the  impudence  of  this  attempt  Anaiyas. 
to  defraud  himself  and  his  brother, — an  attempt  which  hfis 
been  organised  by  Diodes ;  but  expresses  his  confidence  of 
being  able  to  defeat  it  (^  1-5). 

I.  First,  he  will  show  that  his  mother  was  the  legiti- 
mate daughter  of  Ciron  (§  6).  He  states  the  facts  as  to 
Ciron's  second  marriage  (^  7-9) ;  and  proves,  in  support  of 
them,  that  he  had  challenged  the  other  side  to  give  up 
Ciron's  slaves  for  torture,  which  challenge  had  been  refused 
(^  9-14).  He  and  his  brother  were  always  treated  by 
Ciron  as  his  nearest  kinsmen  (^  15-17).  His  mother  was 
treated  as  Ciron's  daughter  both  by  her  husband  and  by  the 
women  of  Ciron's  deme :  he  and  his  brother  were  formally 
enrolled  by  Ciron  in  his  phratria  (§§  18-20).  Lastly, 
Diocles  himself  allowed  the  speaker  and  his  brother  to  assist 
at  the  funeral  of  Ciron — thus  recognising  the  relationship 
(§§  21-29). 

II.  Secondly,  he  will  show  that,  as  son  of  Ciron's 
daughter,  he  has  a  better  claim  than  the  son  of  Ciron's 
brother.  Descent  i^kvoi)  is  a  nearer  tie  than  collateral 
kinship  {av^^kv^ia) ;    descendants   {Ikjovoi)  inherit  before 

carried  in   403  by  Aristophon    the  hiatus,  Benseler  woald  put  Or.  viii. 

Azenian, — that  the  son  of  a  citizen  (with  i.  vii.  and  xi.)  below  360  B.C.: 

shall  be  illegitimate,  if  his  mother  De  hiatu^  192.     But,  as  Blass  points 

(as  well  as  father)  was  not  a  citizen  :  out  (ii.  523),  the  large  use  of  this 

6s  Slv  fAT)  i^  dffTTjs  yivriTou,  v6$ov  e&cu  oration  made  by  Demosthenes  in  the 

(Athen.  xiii.  577  b).  two  Speeches  Against  Aphobus  would 

^  On  account  of  the  avoidance  of  of  itself  forbid  us  to  go  below  363. 
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I.  5.  On 

the  Estate 
of  Asty- 
philus. 


collateral  relations  (avyyevei^).  This  is  illustrated  by  the 
law  on  the  maltreatment  of  parents  (o  irepl  /caKcitreto*: 
vofjLo^,  §  32).  According  to  that  law,  the  obligation  to 
maintain  relatives  descends  lineally.  The  corresponding 
right  to  inherit  from  relatives  must  descend  lineally  too 
(§§  30-34). 

An  account  of  the  property  of  Ciron  and  of  the  intrigues 
of  Diocles  (^  35-39)  is  followed  by  a  personal  attack  on 
Diocles  (g  40-42).  This  attack  is  resumed  in  the  epi- 
logue ;  and  the  speech  concludes  with  the  calling  of  e\n- 
dence  to  show  that  Diocles  had  been  guilty  of  adultery 
(M  43-46). 

5.  On  the  Estate  of  Astyphiltis.     [Or.  ix.] 

STEMMA 
Thudippus Euthycrates     +     A     +  Theophrastus 


first  husband      Sister  of 

I  Hieroclcs 

I  I    I 


second  husband 


I 
A 


Astyphilus 


O 
Claimant 

and  Spea^ker 


Cleon 
DefcndaiU 
I 

O 
His  son,  alleged  to 
be  adopted  son  and 
heir  of  Astyphilus 


Euthycrates  and  Thudippus  were  brothers.  Thu- 
dippus had  a  son  named  Cleon.  Euthycrates  had  a 
son  Astyphilus  and  a  daughter.  On  the  death  of 
Euthycrates,  his  wife  married  a  second  husband 
named  Theophrastus,  by  whom  she  had  a  son. 

Astyphilus  died  on  military  service  at  Mytilene. 
As  soon  as  the  news  of  his  death  reached  Athens, 
Cleon  took  formal  possession  of  his  estate  ^  (eve fid- 

^  Direct  possession  could  thus  be  adoptive  son  who  had  been  adopted 
taken  only  (1)  by  children  or  grand-  during  the  lifetime  of  the  testator, 
children  of  the  testator :  (2)  by  an      A  son  adopted    by  will    had,   like 
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T6i;o-€,  §  3)  in  the  name  of  his  own  son,  who,  as  he 
alleged,  had  been  adopted  by  Astyphilus,  and  in  evi- 
dence of  whose  claim  he  produced  a  will. 

Presently  the  son  of  Theophrastus — who  had  been 
serving  abroad — returned  to  Athens,  and  claimed^ 
the  estate  of  his  half-brother  Astyphilus.  In  this 
speech  he  contends  that  the  will  alleged  by  Cleon  is 
a  forgery. 

*The  date — a  difficult  point — is  probably  about  Date. 
369  B.C.     Astjrphilus  (§  14)  **  first  went  on  a  cam- 
paign to  Corinth — then  to  Thessaly — then  he  served 
through  the  whole  Theban  War — in  short,  wherever 
he  heard  of  an  army  being  raised,  he  was  off  to  it 

with   a   company  i^xar^&v) and   this   expedition 

to  Mytilene  was  his  last."  The  allusions  to  Thessaly  ^ 
and  Mytilene®  cannot  be  fixed.  The  others  are  to 
the  Corinthian  War  of  394-387  and  the  Theban  War 
of  378-371.* 


remoter  kinsfolk,  to  put  in  a  claim 
to  the  inheritance  {iiri8ucd^€ff$ai). 
Cleon  therefore  must  have  appealed 
to  the  will,  not  to  prove  the  adoption, 
but  merely  to  prove  that  the  adopted 
son  was  also  the  heir. 

^  By  the  form  of  irapaKara/SoXi} 
(Schom.  p.  404)  in  the  strict  sense — 
literally  "deposit  of  security  for 
costs.'*  The  term  dfjufnc-^cty  was 
used  of  any  claimant  in  a  will-case  : 
TapaKara^dWciv  was  properly  said  of 
one  who  (as  here)  asserted  his  right 
to  the  whole  estate. 

2  From  about  395  to  374  dynastic 
feuds  were  rife  in  Thessaly :  see 
Thirlwall  c.  38,  v.  p.  65.  Jason  of 
Pherae  kept  a  large  standing  army  of 
mercenaries. 

^  I  can,  however,  conjecture  the 
occasion  of  this  expedition  to  My- 


tilene. In  373  Timotheus  was  named 
commander  of  the  fleet  which  was  to 
help  Corcyra.  Not  being  able  to 
man  his  fleet  at  Athens,  he  went  on 
a  cruise  in  the  Aegean,  to  get  men 
and  money  from  the  allies  (Xen.  ff. 
VI.  ii.  12 :  Grote  x.  199).  Now  we 
know  that,  in  890  at  least,  Mytilene 
was  the  only  Lesbian  town  not 
favourable  to  Sparta  (Xen.  H.  iv. 
viii.  28).  A  levy  of  troops  and 
money  on  Lesbos  might  easily  give 
the  laconising  towns  of  the  island  a 
pretext  for  attacking  the  one  notori- 
ously philathenian  town.  Tlie  ex- 
pedition in  which  Astyphilus  was 
killed  may  have  been  sent  to  support 
Mytilene.  Does  not  the  phrase  in 
§  If  oleli  lAiTvXi^vTfp  ffTpaTkunoi,  imply 
a  succour  t 
*  Dobree  (Adv,  i.   305)  puts  the 
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Analysifl.  Cleon    and    his  son  have  already  been    adopted    into 

another  family;  and  have  thus  forfeited  their  claim  a» 
kins^meii  to  the  estate  of  Astyphilus.^  Hence  they  resorted 
to  the  fiction  of  a  will :  and  Hierocles,  uncle  of  the  speaker, 
pretends  that  this  will  W6is  left  with  him.  Astyphilus  did  not 
even  receive  the  Itist  rites  from  the  man  who  pretends  to 
have  been  his  adopted  son  (§§  1-6). 

If  Astyphilus  had  intended  such  an  adoption,  he  would 
have  called  kinsmen  or  intimate  friends  as  witnesses.  But 
the  witnesses  now  produced  are  strangers  (^  7—13).  Again, 
Astyphilus  served  in  many  expeditions  before  that  to  Myti- 
lena  Is  it  likely  that  he  should  have  delayed  making  his 
will — ^if  he  was  going  to  make  one — till  just  before  the  last 
campaign?  (§§  14,  15).  Astyphilus  hated  Cleon,  because 
Euthycrates  had  died  of  injuries  received  from  Thudippus, 
Cleon's   father  (^16-21).      Hierocles,  ungrateful   to   the 


speech  in  374-1  b.c.  ;  bat  does  not 
give  hiH  reasons.  Weissenbom 
(Ersch  and  Gruber's  Encycl.  p.  300) 
puts  it  about  869  b.o.  Blass  {AU, 
Bar,  II.  525)  says,  ''some  time  after 
371  at  earliest.'* 

Schomann's  view  is  widely  differ- 
ent, and  as,  I  think,  indefensible. 
He  puts  the  speech  in  390  B.c.,  "or 
not  much  later,"  and  holds  that  (1) 
The  Theban  War  means  the  invasion 
of  Boeotia  by  Sparta  in  395,  when 
Athens  helped  Thebes,  and  Lysander 
was  killed  at  Haliartus :  (2)  The 
expedition  to  Thessaly  refers  to  394, 
when  Agesilaus,  marching  through 
Thessaly,  routed  the  Thessalian  allies 
of  Thebes,  who  may  have  been  sup- 
ported by  Athenians :  (8)  The  expe- 
dition to  Mytilene  is  the  visit  of 
Thrasybulus  and  his  fleet  in  390- 
389  B.C. 

I  should  object: — (1)  that  the 
order  in  §  14, — CoriTith,  Thessaly ^ 
Theban  War,  which  the  context 
shows  to  be  chronological,  is  thus 
changed  to  Theban  War^  Thessaly^ 
Corinth:    (2)  that    the    phrase   rbv 


QrjpaXKbv  irbXefiop  Axavra  clearly  im- 
plies more  than  a  single  campaign : 
(3)  that  in  394  it  is  very  unlikely 
that  Astyphilus  or  an  Athenian  force 
should  have  met  Agesilaus  in  Thes- 
saly, since  the  allied  forces,  including 
Athenians,  were  waiting  for  Agesi- 
laus  in  Boeotia :  (4)  that  Mytilene — 
as  Blass  has  observed — was  never  the 
immediate  object  of  Thrasybulus  :  cf. 
Xen.  If,  IV.  viii.  25. 

^  Had  Cleon  and  his  son  ftol  been 
thus  adopted  into  another  family, 
their  claim  to  the  estate  of  Asty- 
philus would  have  been  better  than 
that  of  the  speaker.  Of  collateral 
kinsfolk,  the  law  called  to  the  suc- 
cession, firsty  kinsfolk  on  the  father's 
side  down  to  the  d,P€\f/iwv  iraudas  (or  oj^c- 
\//iadovi),  i.e.  children  of  the  children 
of  a  father's  brother  or  a  father's 
sister ;  secondly^  in  default  of  such, 
kinsfolk  on  the  mother's  side — a  son 
of  the  same  mother  by  another 
marriage  ranking  first  among  these. 
See  Or.  vii.  §  20,  and  Schbmann,  \\ 
405. 
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speaker's  father  Theophrastus,  has  plotted  this  fraud  with 
Cleon  (^  22-26).  The  speaker  and  Astyphilus  were  close 
friends  from  boyhood ;  and  Theophrastus  treated  Astyphilus 
as  a  son  (§§  27-30).  It  is  unlikely,  then,  that  Astyphilus 
should  have  preferred  Cleon's  son  to  the  speaker.  The 
relatives  of  Astyphilus  have  never  recognised  the  alleged 
adoption  by  admitting  Cleon's  son  to  the  family  sacrifices 
g  31-33).     Epilogue:  g  34-37. 


6.  On  the  Estate  of  Aristarchus.     [Or.  x.] 


o 


STEMMA 

Xenaenetus  I. 

Aristomenes Aristarchuii  I.   +  A 

] ^1 

I 


I 
Apollodonis. 


Aristarchus  II. 
adopted  by 
Aristarchus  I. 


A     +     Cyronides        Demochares. 
adopted  by 
Xenaenetus  L 


J 


I 


Xenaenetus  II. 

adopied  by 
Aristarchus  II, 
and  Defendant. 


I 
A 


I 
A 

t 


o ...  ^ 

Claimant 
and  Speaker. 


Aristarchus  I.  had  two  sons  and  two  daughters,  i.  6.  On 
Cyronides,  the  eldest  son,  was  adopted,  during  his  of  Ari«. 
father's  lifetime,  into  the  family  of  his  maternal 
grandfather  Xenaenetus  I.  At  the  death  of  Aris- 
tarchus I.  the  property  went,  therefore,  to  the  second 
son,  Demochares.  Democharea  died  in  youth.  One 
of  his  sisters  had  died,  without  issue,  before  him. 
The  other  sister  was  thus  left  heiress  to  her  father's 
estate ;  and  might  have  been  claimed  in  marriage  by 
one  of  her  near  kinsmen.  Her  nearest  kinsmen  were, 
her  uncle  Aristomenes,  brother  of  Aristarchus  L,  and 
his  son  Apollodonis.     Neither  of  them  claimed  her 
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hand.  Aristomenes,  as  her  guardian,  gave  her  in 
marriage,  with  a  small  dowry,  to  a  stranger  :  he  then 
put  her  brother,  now  his  son-in-law,  Cyronides,  in 
possession  of  the  estate  of  Aristarchus  I. — to  which 
Cyronides  had  forfeited  all  right  by  adoption  into  the 
house  of  Xenaenetus.  Cyronides  and  the  daughter 
of  Aristomenes  had  two  sons, — Aristarchus  II.  and 
Xenaenetus  IL  Aristarchus  II.  was  made  adopted 
son  of  Aristarchus  I.  in  accordance  with  an  alleged 
will  by  which  the  latter  left  his  property  to  his 
grandson.  At  the  death  of  Aristarchus  II.  his 
brother  Xenaenetus  II.  was,  under  his  will,  declared 
his  adopted  son  and  heir. 

The  claim  of  Xenaenetus  II.  is  now  opposed  by 
the  grandson  of  Aristarchus  I.  He  claims  the  estate 
on  behalf  of  his  mother  as  daughter  of  Aristarchus  I. 
—  not  as  sister  (by  adoption)  of  Aristarchus  II. ; 
though,  at  the  preliminary  inquiry  (§  2),  legal  form 
had  required  him  to  describe  her  in  the  latter 
manner. 
Date.  Aristarchus  *'has  been  killed  in  the  war,"  iv  rS 

iroXifitp  riOprjtce  (§  22) ;  words  which  imply  both  that 
his  death  is  recent  and  that  the  war  continues.  Now 
this  war  is  clearly  not  the  Corinthian  War  (394-387), 
which,  with  the  peace  that  closed  it,  is  mentioned 
as  something  long  past  (§  20).  The  war  in  which 
Aristarchus  fell  is  probably  the  Theban  War  of 
378-371.  The  speech  may  be  placed  between  377 
and  371.' 

^  Schomann  refers  the  speech  to  the  interval  between   the  death  of 

384  at  latest     For  (1)  he  takes  the  Aristarchus  —  say  in  388  —  and  the 

war  of  §  22  to  be  the  Corinthian  :  (2)  bringing  of  the  action.     Now  this 

he  takes  the  toKOs  xp^vot  of  §  18  to  be  interval  could  not  exceed  five  years, 
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After  contrasting  his  own  want  of  nerve  and  fluency  Anaiysia. 
with  the  practised  skill  of  the  adversaries,  the  speaker 
explains  why  the  form  of  his  claim  is  inconsistent  with  its 
siihstaiice.  He  has  been  obliged  to  describe  his  mother,  not 
as  the  daughter  of  Aristarchus  I.,  but  as  the  sister  of 
Aristarchus  II.,  although  he  denies  the  validity  of  the 
adoption  on  which  the  latter  title  depends  (^  1—3). 

He  relates  the  facts  (§§  4-7);  and  then  argues  that 
Aristarchus  II.  could  not  have  been  adopted  (1)  by  Aristar- 
chus I.,  while  the  latter  had  a  legitimate  son,  Demochares, 
living ;  nor  (2)  by  Demochares,  who  died  before  he  was 
competent  to  adopt ;  nor  (3)  by  Cyronides,  who  had  passed 
out  of  the  family  ;  nor  (4)  by  Aristomenes  or  his  son  Apollo- 
dorus  (§§  8-14). 

Xenaenetus  II.,  the  defendant,  does  not,  however,  rely 
only  on  the  alleged  adoption  of  Aristarchus  II.  He  says 
that  his  father,  Cyronides,  had  already  acquired  a  right  to 
the  estate  by  discharging  debts  with  which  it  was  encum- 
bered. But,  the  speaker  replies,  (1)  the  person  liable  for 
these  debts  was  not  Cyronides  but  the  speaker's  mother :  ^ 
and  (2)  had  the  estate  really  been  so  encumbered,  Aristo- 
menes and  Cyronides  would  not  have  been  in  such  haste 
to  procure  the  inheritance  for  Aristarchus  II.  (§§  15—17). 

The  speaker  answers  the  objection  that  his  claim  ought 
to  have  been  made  long  ago.  His  father  was  deterred  from 
taking  proceedings  by  the  fear  of  losing  his  wife,  whom  the 
next  of  kin  threatened  that  they  would  claim  at  law  (iiri' 
ScKa^eadai),  if  he  claimed  the  estate.     The  plaintiff  himself 


since  that  was  the  limit  {'K'po6€(rfday 
praescriptio)  set  by  the  law  to  the 
time  within  which  an  estate  could  be 
claimed  when  Us  holder  was  not  the 
first  heiVf  but  thai  heir's  successor. 
Here  Xenaenetus  II.  was  the  heir  of 
Aristarchus  II.,  who  was  the  heir  of 
Aristarchus  I.  The  estate  of  Aris- 
tarchus I.  must  therefore  be  claimed 
from  Xenaenetus  within  five  years 


from  the  death  of  Aristarchus  II. 
But  it  could  have  been  claimed  from 
Aristarchus  W.  at  any  time  while  he 
lived.  The  voXifi  xp^vos  of  §  18 
means,  however,  as  I  think  with 
Blass,  the  time  during  which  Aris- 
tarchus had  wrongfully  possessed  the 
estate. 

*  A  petitio  prindpii — that  she  was 
the  MKXrjpos, 
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has  hitherto  been  prevented  by  military  service,  and  then 
by  a  debt  to  the  Treasury,^  from  bringing  an  action  (i§ 
18-21). 

The  personal  worth  of  Aristarchus  II.  cannot  excuse  the 
fact  that  the  property  which  he  bequeathed  was  not  his 
own.  The  holder  of  disputed  lands  is  bound  to  produce  the 
mortgager  (Oerrjs),  the  seller,  or  the  legal  decision  under 
which  he  occupies.^  Just  so  the  adversaries  must  prove 
their  title  to  this  estate.  Cyronides  and  his  family  already 
possess  the  property  of  Xenaenetus  I.  They  now  seek  to 
deprive  the  speaker  of  his  patrimony.  As  a  citizen  of  good 
character,  public  and  private,  he  claims  the  protection  of 
his  rights  (^  22-26). 


II.  Actions  for  False  Witness 
1.  On  the  Estate  of  Menecles.    [Or.  ii.] 


Philonides, 
Defendant 


I 
O 


Speaker^ 

adopted  8071 

of  Menecles  L 

and  advocate 

of  Philonides 


Menecles  II. 


STEMMA 


Eponymus 

I 


Menecles  I.     O  His  brother 

t?te  Rroaecutor 


I  I  I 

C  A  A 

Wife  of      Wife  of 

Leucolophas.      (1)  MeneeUs  I. 

(2)  Eleius 


I 
O 


I 


O 


At  the  death  of  Menecles,  his  estate  was  claimed 


*  A  citizen  who,  on  any  account 
whatsoever,  owed  money  to  the 
Treasary,  suffered  total  suspension  of 
civic  rights  until  the  debt  was  paid. 
Of.  Isocr.  Antid,  §  10,  dTifiSrepoi 
...tQp  6<f>€i\6vTto»  Tfp  irfnoaUfi. 

'  §  24,  &<nr€p  r(ap  dfi^'^a'prjTTfalfitaif 


TTjpa  irap^6(r^ai  ^  KaraScBucatrfiiroir 
^al»€<r0at.  Here  04rrfs  =  6  Beit,  the 
mortgager  (the  mortgagee  being  6 
64fi€wot) :  and  KaTaSeducatr/Uros  "hav- 
ing got  a  verdict "  against  the  oppos- 
ing claim. 
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by  his  brother.^     But  Menecles  had  left  an  adopted  n.  1.  on 

.,  '  .  ,  _  _  ^  .         the  Estate 

son  ;  tnis  son  entered  a  protest  that  the  estate,  being  of  Mene- 
his,  could  not  be  so  claimed  {SiefiapTVfyrjae  fitf  MBikov 
elvai  Tov  KXrjpov,  §  2) ;  and  produced,  as  witness,  his 
father-in-law  (§  36)  Philonides.  The  brother  of 
Menecles  then  brought  an  indictment  for  perjury 
{ypa(f>fj  ylrevBofiapTvpla^)  against  .Philonides.  In  this 
speech',  Philonides  is  defended  by  his  son-in-law,  the 
adopted  son  of  Menecles. 

The  adoption  had  come  about  thus.  Eponymus, 
a  friend  of  Menecles,  had  four  children  : — the  speaker 
of  this  speech  ;  another  son ;  and  two  daughters. 
The  younger  daughter  was,  for  about  two  years  (§  6), 
the  wife  of  Menecles;  but,  their  marriage  proving 
childless,  they  separated,  and  she  took  a  second 
husband,  Eleius.  At  some  later  time  Menecles  be- 
came anxious  to  adopt  a  son.  His  brother  —  the 
prosecutor  in  this  case — had  only  one  son.  Menecles 
decided,  therefore,  to  adopt  one  of  the  two  sons  of 
his  friend  Eponymus  (§§  3-12). 

The  date  is  probably  about  354  B.c.  (1)  The  Date, 
speaker  says  (§  6) : — "  Having  given  our  sisters  in 
marriage,  and  being  of  the  full  age,  we  betook  our- 
selves to  military  service,  and  went  with  Iphicrates 
on  an  expedition  to  Thrace."  This  might  refer  to 
389  B.C.,  when  Iphicrates  was  sent  to  guard  the 
Hellespont  and  the  regions  about  it.^  But  the  tone 
implies  that  Athens  was  not  then  waging  a  great  war. 

^  The    author    of    the   Argument  that  Menecles  had  but  one  brother, 

says,  dd€\<pwv  dfi^prirrfadMruMf,    The  The  plural,  and  the  d/x^^epoc,  mean 

source    of    his    mistake    is    plain.  this  brother  and  his  son,  the  nephew 

Throughout,  the  prosecutors  are  spo-  of  Menecles. 
ken  of  in  the  plural ;  and  in  §  38  we  ^  Xen.  Hellen,  iv.  viii.  §  34. 

read  dfup&repoi  o&roi.     But  §  21  shows 

VOL.  II  Z 
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The  reference  is  more  probably  to  383  B.C.,  when 
Iphicrates  began  hostilities  against  Cotys,  who  had 
then  just  got  the  chief  power  in  Thrace.^  (2)  The 
adoption  of  the  speaker  by  Menecles  must  have 
taken  place  about  six  years  later  (cf.  §§  7-19),  in 
377.  (3)  Menecles  died  23  years  after  the  adoption, 
§  15 — i.e.  in  354  :  and  this  cause  must  have  soon 
followed. 


Analysis.  After  a  narrative  of  the  facts  (§§  1-12),  it  is  shown 

(1)  by  the  citation  of  a  law,  that  a  man  without  male  issue 
can  devise  his  property  as  he  pleases :  (2)  by  witnesses, 
that  Menecles  had  adopted  the  speaker  in  due  form,  en- 
rolling him  among  the  members  of  his  phratria,  his  gens, 
and  his  deme^  (§§13-16).  At  the  desire  of  Menecles  the 
speaker  took  a  wife,  the  daughter  of  Philonides ;  and  was 
in  all  respects  treated  as  the  son  of  his  adoptive  father 
(g  17-18). 

The  adversaries  suggest  that  Menecles,  when  he  adopted 
the  speaker,  was  not  in  his  right  mind,  and  was  influenced 
by  his  wife,  the  speaker's  sister.  It  is  rephed  that  his 
sister  was  the  wife  of  Eleius  when  the  adoption  took  place ; 
that  she  had  two  children  of  her  own,  in  whose  favour  her 
influence  would  rather  have  been  used  ;  and  that  the  speaker 
was  the  natural  person  for  Menecles  to  adopt  ^  (19—22). 
The  prosecutor's  real  complaint  is  that  Menecles  exercised 
the   right   of  adoption  —  a   right  allowed   by    Greeks  and 


'  See  Schafer,  Bern,  u.  seine  Zeit^ 
III.  Append,  p.  142. 

^  §  16,  <ppdTopai — Spyewvai — ^17^16- 
r«s.  6py€wif€i  has  gcneraUy  been 
taken  ei3=y€yvriTai.  Schomann  has 
an  ingenious  note  {Isae.  pp.  208  f.), 
in  which  he  contends  that  6py€(2p€i, 
here,  at  least,  mean  an  irrner  circle  of 
yewvriTaif  connected,  not  merely  by  a 


civil  or  conventional  tie  (such  as  he 
thinks  that  of  the  yetfrrjrax  to  have 
often  been),  but  by  a  tie  of  real 
blood-relationship.  Possibly,  how- 
ever, 6py€tjv€Sf  the  sharers  of  common 
6pyiat  may  have  been  the  members  of 
a  sacred  brotherhood,  independent  of 
any  civil  or  gentile  tie. 
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barbarians  alike,  and  one  which  the  prosecutor  would  have 
used  in  a  like  case  (^  23-26). 

The  prosecutor  has  no  reason  to  be  jealous  ;  the  speaker 
has  inherited  from  his  adoptive  father  little  but  the  name 
of  son.  Menecles  owed  about  £268  (§  29)  to  the  son  of  a 
deceased  creditor  (tc3  6p(f)av^,  §  27).  In  order  to  pay  this, 
he  had  resolved  to  sell  a  certain  farm,  but  his  brother,  the 
prosecutor,  maliciously  laid  claim  to  part  of  this  farm,  in 
order  to  delay  the  sale  ;  hoping  that  thus  it  would  be  seized 
for  debt  (/eaTo;^A/ioi/  yivrjTai,  §  28),  and  that  Menecles  would 
be  forced  to  resign  the  whole.  Menecles,  however,  at  once 
sold  that  part  of  it  to  which  his  right  was  clear ;  discharged 
the  debt ;  and  then  brought  an  action  against  his  brother 
for  having  interdicted  the  sale  of  the  whole  farm  (SUrjv 
diroppijaeeofiy  §  29).  The  matter  was  referred  to  arbiters; 
and  these  decided  that  Menecles  should  resign  the  piece  of 
land  claimed  by  his  brother,  who  thus  gained  about  £40  ; 
while  property  to  the  value  of  about  £15  was  all  that  re- 
mained for  the  speaker  to  inherit  (§§  27-37). 

The  validity  of  the  act  of  adoption  was  acknowledged 
by  the  prosecutor  and  his  brother  themselves ;  for,  on  their 
reconciliation  with  Menecles,  they  exchanged  the  oaths  of 
amity  not  with  Menecles,  but  with  the  speaker  as  his  son 
(^  38-40).  The  speaker  would  not  have  resisted  the  pro- 
secutor's claim — there  being,  in  fact,  no  property  at  stake — 
did  he  not  deem  it  base  to  allow  the  name  of  his  adoptive 
father's  house  to  perish  (^  41-43).  Briefly  recapitulating 
the  points  of  his  case,  he  implores  the  judges  not  to  deprive 
the  dead  Menecles  of  the  only  kinsman  who  can  do  the 
sacrifice  at  his  grave  (^  44-47). 
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2.  On  the  Estate  of  Pyrrhus.     [Or.  iii.] 


STEMMA 
LvBimenes  ...  Chaeron  ...  Pylades  ...  A     +    O 

I   I        I 


A     +     Nioodemus, 
defeThdant 


Witnesses  for  Nicodemus 


rni 


Pyrrlius  Phile, 

t       illegUimaU  daughter 
of  Pyrrhus  and  %oife  of 
XtnocLes 

En'dius, O 

adopted  son  of     Plaintiff 
Pyrrhus       and  speaker 
t 

Scheibe,  in  his  stemma  (p.  xix.),  makes  Lysimenes,  Chaeron,  and  Pylades 
paternal  uncles  of  Pyrrhus.  Blass  points  out  that  §§  71,  30,  and  32  show 
them  to  have  been  maternal  uncles  {Att,  B.  ii.  502). 

n.  2.  On  Pyrrhus  had  bequeathed  his  estate  to  his  adopted 

of  Pyrrhus.  son  Endius,  the  elder  of  his  sister's  two  sons.  Endius 
enjoyed  the  inheritance  for  more  than  twenty  years. 
At  his  death  it  reverted,  according  to  law,  to  his 
mother,  as  sister  of  Pyrrhus.^  But  her  claim  was 
disputed  by  Xenocles  on  behalf  of  his  wife  Phile. 
Phile,  as  this  speech  asserts,  was  the  illegitimate 
daughter  of  Pyrrhus  ;  but  Xenocles  made  an  affidavit 
(SufiapTvprjae)  of  her  legitimacy.  The  brother  of 
Endius,  acting  as  legal  representative  (Kvpio^)  of  his 
mother,  then  brought  against  Xenocles  an  action  for 
perjury  {BUrj  -^evBofmprvpi&v,  §  4) ;  and  gained  it.  He 
now  brings  a  like  action  against  Nicodemus — brother 
of  Phile's  mother — who  had,  in  the  former  cause, 


^  A  mother  had  no  succession  to 
her  son's  property.  It  was  because 
no  legitimate  children,  nor  brothers, 
nor  brother's  children  of  Pyrrhus  were 
living,  that  his  sister,  the  mother  of 
Endius,  inherited.  Cf.  [Dem.]  in 
Leoch,  §  68.     The  brother  of  Endius 


could  not  claim  the  estate,  because 
the  adoption  of  Endius  by  Pyrrhus 
cancelled  the  natural  right  of  succes- 
sion. "We,"  in  this  speech — when 
it  does  not  (as  in  §  2)  mean  the 
speaker  and  Endius  —  means  the 
speaker  and  his  mother. 
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been  a  witness  for  Xenocles.  The  date  is  uncertain  ;  Bate, 
but  the  speech  cannot,  at  least,  be  one  of  the  earliest. 
Diophantus  of  Sphettus  (§  22)  was  a  witness  for 
Demosthenes  against  Aeschines  in  343  B.C.  :  ^  and 
Dorotheus  of  Eleusis  (z6.)  seems  to  have  been  living 
in  349  B.C.2 

The  plaintiff  states  the  facts ;  argues  that  the  proved  Analysis, 
perjury  of  Xenocles  establishes  the  perjury  of  Nicodemus ; 
and  cites  three  documents  : — (1)  SuifiapTvpLa — the  affidavit 
made  by  Xenocles  in  the  former  action ;  (2)  dpreofioaia — 
his  own  counter-affidavit  in  that  action  ;  (3)  fiapTvpla — 
the  evidence  then  given  by  Nicodemus  (^  l-V). 

Nicodemus  says  that  his  sister  was  the  lawful  wife  of 
Pyrrhus.  I  would  ask  him  these  questions : — 1.  What 
dowry  did  he  give  with  his  sister  to  Pyrrhus,  the  pos- 
sessor of  a  property  of  three  talents  (rpcToXavTo^  oIko<;)  ? 
2.  Did  she  leave  Pyrrhus  l^efore  his  death  ?  3.  At  the 
death  of  Pyrrhus,  did  Nicodemus  recover  her  dowry ;  or, 
failing  to  recover  it,  bring  an  action  for  it,  or  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  widow  (SUrjv  alrov,  §  9),  against 
Endius  ?  4.  The  sister  of  Nicodemus  had  other  lovers. 
Was  she  ever  lawfully  betrothed — iyyvr^r^q — to  any  other 
of  them  (^  8-10)  ?  Evidence  to  show  that  she  was  an 
eraipa  (^  11-15). 

Her  antecedents  do  not,  indeed,  prove  that  Pyrrhus  did 
not  marry  her.  But  the  story  of  the  betrothal  is  improb- 
able. According  to  Nicodemus,  it  took  place  in  presence 
of  a  single  witness,  I'yretides ;  whose  deposition,  taken 
out  of  court  {ixfiapTvpla,  §  18),  is  adduced.  But  this  de- 
position is  disowned  by  Pyretides  himself ;  and  it  is  strange 
that  Xenocles  should  have  taken  it  before  two  persons  only 
(§§  16-26).  The  three  maternal  uncles  of  Pyrrhus — 
Lysimenes,  Chaeron,  and  Pylades — are  said  to  have  been 

1  Dcm.  de  Falsa  Legal,  §  198.  -  [Dem.]  in  Neaer,  §  39. 
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present  at  the  betrothal :  but  this  is  improbable  (^  26,  2  /) ; 
and,  moreover,  tliey  say  that  the  daughter  of  Pyrrhus  was 
named  Cleitarete,  not  Phile  (§§  30-34).^  It  is  strange,  too, 
if  Nicodemus  gave  no  dowry,  since  a  dowry  would  have 
bound  Pyrrhus  more  firmly  to  his  sister  (§§  28,  29)  ;  or 
that,  if  he  gave  any,  he  did  not  record  the  amount  ;  since 
no  dowry  given  without  specification  of  value  (art/A^To^) 
can  afterwards  be  recovered^  (^35-39). 

If  Phile  was  legitimate,  there  were  at  least  three  earlier 
moments  at  which  her  legitimacy  ought  to  have  been  as- 
serted : — 1.  When,  at  the  death  of  Pyrrhus,  Endius  claimed 
the  estate  (eVeSi/tafero).  2.  Wlien  Endius  gave  Phile  in 
marriage  to  Xenocles.  Nicodemus,  by  an  information  laid 
l.>efore  the  archon  (etVoyyeXta),  might  then  have  vindicated 
the  rights  of  the  heiress.  3.  When,  in  the  first  instance, 
Pyrrhus  adopted  Endius  with  a  view  to  making  him  his 
heir  3  (^  40-56). 

Xenocles  and  Nicodemus  seem  to  ignore  the  adoption  of 
Endius  by  Pyrrhus.  Phile  ought  to  have  brought  an  action 
against  Endius  within  five  years  of  her  father's  death  (§  58)  : 
or,  at  the  death  of  Endius,  have  claimed  the  property  as  her 
brother's.  On  any  supposition,  the  course  of  procedure  has 
been  irregular.  A  legitimate  child  does  not  daim  {hriZiKa- 
^erai,  §  59)  a  parent's  property,  but  simply  enters  upon  it 
(fia8i^€L  €69  tA  irarp&a,  §  62).      This  is  what  Phile  should 


^  As  to  the  naming-day  {SeKdrri), 
when,  on  the  tenth  day  after  the 
child's  birth,  the  father  acknowledged 
it  by  naming  it,  cf.  [Dem.]  BocoL  ir. 
§  28,  etc. 

*  §  35,  idp  tIs  Tt  &TlfiriTov  8^ :  i.e. 
as  Schomann  says,  comparing  Dcmo- 
sth.  Eiierg.  p.  1156,  /xij  iv  Tpoucl 
rrrifiriiUvw,  not  valued^  with  a  view 
to  restitution  (dTrorlpLiiim)  by  the 
husband  on  the  dissolution  of  the 
marriage. 

^  §  42,  odre  ydp  8ta0i<r0ai  oihe 
dovvai  o^S€vl  ovSiu  (^€(rTi  twv  iaiTov 


dvcv  Tuv  Qvyaripiov^  idv  rts  KaTa\tTuv 
yyijalai  rcXci/rJ :  "Since  a  man  can 
neither  make  an  hHr  by  adoption  (5ia- 
Bi<TdaL\  nor  bequeath  any  part  of  his 
property  to  any  one,  irresi^ectivcly  of 
(dycv)  such  legitimate  daughters  as  he 
may  leave  behind  him."  Schomann 
(p.  250),  quoting  Bunsen,  dc  iure 
h^ercd.  p.  55,  observes  that  SiadiaBai 
is  properly  said  of  him  **  qui  aliquem 
heredem  simul  et  filium  instituit," 
wliilc  bovvai  is  of  course  the  general 
term  ;  though  Siaditrdat  and  Sul^kij 
ai-e  often  used  of  aiiy  testament. 
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have  done.  A  rival  claimant  would  have  opposed  her  at 
his  peril  (§§  57-62). 

Pyrrhus,  if  he  had  had  a  true-bom  daughter,  would 
have  had  no  motive  for  adopting  Endius.  It  can  be  shown 
that,  at  the  time  of  his  alleged  marriage,  he  neither  gave  a 
wedding-feast  to  his  clansmen  {r^a^i/rjklav  ela'^veyxe,  §  76), 
nor  provided  the  women  of  his  deme  with  the  means  of 
celebrating  the  Thesmophoria. — Witnesses  :  brief  recapitu- 
lation (§  72-80). 

If  Phile  had  been  legitimate,  Endius,  as  merely  the 
adoptive  son  of  Pyrrhus,  must  have  married  her  before  he 
could  legally  take  the  inheritance  (§  69).  And,  if  Endius 
and  his  brother  had  declined  to  marry  her,  the  maternal 
uncles  of  Pyrrhus  at  least  could  not  have  suffered  Phile  to 
marry  Xenocles,  a  stranger  in  blood :  one  of  them  must 
have  married  her  himself  (^  63-71). 

3.  On  the  Estate  of  Philoctemon,     [Or.  vi.] 

STEMMA 
Mixiades 

I 

+     Euctemon 
t 


III  I 

Philoctemon    Ergamenes    Hegemon        A  A 

Wife  of  Wife  of 

Chaereas  Phanostratus 

I 


I 

A        Chaerestratus, 
cuiopUd  8on  of 
Philoctemon^  and 
client  of  the 
speaker 
Dion    t    Acte 

I 


i 


i       0 

I I 

I 

Clients  of  AndrocUs  {defendant)  and  Antidorus, 

Euctemon  and  his  wife,  the  daughter  of  Mixiades, 


temon. 
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n.  3.  On     had  three  sons, — Philoctemon,  Hegemon  and  Erga- 

the  Estate  t      .  i         ^  ,  /•        i  r    j 

ofPhiioc-  menes;  and  two  daughters,  oi  whom  one  mamed 
Phanostratus,  the  other  Chaereas.  Euctemon,  when 
an  elderly  man,  formed  an  attachment  to  a  freed- 
woman  named  Acte,  who  managed  a  lodging-house 
belonging  to  him  in  the  Cerameicus.  At  last  he  left 
his  home,  divorced  his  wife,  and  lived  altogether 
there.  Acte  had  two  sons, — the  children,  according 
to  the  speaker,  of  one  Dion,  a  freedman.  She  per- 
suaded Euctemon  to  enrol  the  elder  of  these  boys  in 
his  phratria,  as  his  own  son.  Philoctemon  protested ; 
but  was  at  length  induced  to  consent,  on  the  condition 
that  Acte's  son  was  to  inherit  only  one  of  Euctemon's 
farms.  Soon  afterwards  Philoctemon  was  killed  in  a 
battle  at  Chios,  leaving  a  will  by  which  his  nephew, 
the  son  of  Phanostratus,  was  declared  his  adopted 
son  and  heir.  Several  years  later  (§  27),  Euctemon 
drew  up  a  wUl,  embodying  the  terms  on  which  Acte's 
son  had  been  adopted,  as  agreed  on  between  himself 
and  Philoctemon,  and  deposited  this  with  a  friend 
Pythodorus. 

About  two  years  later  (§  29),  Androcles  and  Anti- 
dorus,  kinsmen  of  Euctemon,  conspired  with  Acte. 
They  persuaded  Euctemon  to  cancel  the  will  de- 
posited with  Pythodorus,  and  to  sell  his  land  and 
house-property.  They  even  alleged  that  the  sons  of 
Acte  had  been  adopted  by  Ergamenes  and  PhUocte- 
mon  ;  and,  as  guardians  of  the  youths,  called  upon 
the  archon  to  administer  their  ward's  property  :  but 
the  relations  exposed  the  fraud  to  the  court,  and  the 
plot  was  defeated.  Euctemon  died  at  the  age  of  96. 
As  he  left  no  legitimate  sons,  nor  grandsons  by  Erga- 
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menes  or  Hegemon,  Chaerestratus,  as  adopted  son  of 
Philoctemon,  claimed  Euctemon's  estate.  Chaere- 
stratus was  opposed  by  Androcles  and  Antidorus. 
Androcles  had  at  different  times  put  forward  two 
different  and  inconsistent  claims  : — 1.  That  he  should 
receive  in  marriage,  as  nearest  kinsman,  the  widow  of 
Chaereas,  with  ^th  of  Euctemon's  estate  ;  2.  That 
the  two  sons  supposed  to  be  Acte*s  were  legitimate  sons 
of  Euctemon  by  Callippe,  daughter  of  Pistoxenus; 
that  the  will  of  Philoctemon,  adopting  Chaerestratus, 
was  a  fiction ;  and  that,  therefore,  the  whole  estate 
both  of  Euctemon  and  of  Philoctemon  should  go  to 
these  sons  of  Callippe.  On  this  second  ground, 
Androcles  put  in  a  protest  {BuifiapTvpia)  against  the 
claim  of  Chaerestratus.  Chaerestratus  then  indicted 
Androcles  for  perjury.  The  speaker  here  is  support- 
ing the  indictment.  But  his  speech  contains  the 
whole  case.  Chaerestratus  appears  to  have  been 
hindered  by  diffidence,  or  by  a  grandson's  piety,  from 
saying  more  than  a  few  prefatory  words. 

It  is  now  fifty -two  years  since  the  Athenian  Date, 
armament  sailed  for  Sicily  in  the  archonship  of 
Arimnestus  (§  14).  Arimnestus  was  archon  01. 
91.  1— fi-om  July  416  B.C.  to  July  415.  The 
expedition  sailed  in  May  415.  The  date  is  there- 
fore 01.  104.  1,  364-3. 

The  inner  chronology  requires  attention.      Phil-  Allusion  in 
octemon,  when  trierarch,  was  killed  in  battle  "near 
(Trepl)  Chios"  §  27.     Dobree  suggests  the  battle  of 
Arginusae,  406  b.c.^     Sir  William  Jones  suggests  one 
of  the  engagements  which  followed  the  revolt  of  Chios 

^  Advers,  i.  298. 
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in  412  B.c.^  Now,  the  elder  of  Acte's  two  sons  is 
said  (§  14)  to  be,  in  363,  "not  more  than  twenty." 
But  this  was  the  boy  whose  admission  into  Eucte- 
mon's  phratria  had  been  opposed  by  Philoctemon 
(§  22).  "  Not  more  than  twenty  " — oimta  virlp  eiKoaiv 
€T7j — sounds  suspicious.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  can  hardly  suppose  that  the  youth  was  forty- 
three  or  forty- nine.  Neither  406  nor  412  B.C., 
therefore,  is  admissible.  What,  then,  was  this  fight 
''  near  Chios  "  ?  In  the  latter  part  of  390  B.c.  Thrasy- 
bulus  the  Steirian  was  sent  out  with  forty  ships 
against  Teleutias.  He  went  first  to  the  Hellespont : 
then  to  Lesbos :  then,  descending  the  coast  of  Asia 
Minor,  "he  brought  over  some  of  the  cities,  and, 
plundering  money  for  his  soldiers  from  those  which 
did  not  come  over,  he  hastened  to  Rhodes."  ^  May  it 
not  have  been  then — early  in  389 — in  some  skirmish 
near  Chios,  that  Philoctemon  was  killed?  Acte's 
eldest  son  was  therefore,  in  363,  really  about  27. 
The  annals  of  the  speech  will  stand  thus  : — 

460  B.C.  ?  Birth  of  Euctemon. 

415.  The  speaker  goes  with  Phanostratus '  on 
the  Sicilian  expedition  (§  1). 


1  Xen.  ffelUn,  v.  viiL  §  30. 

^  So  far  as  I  know,  the  objection 
to  the  views  of  Dobree  and  of  Sir  W. 
Jones  regarding  the  time  and  occasion 
of  Philoctemou's  death  has  not  before 
been  noticed.  I  should  prefer  to  my 
own  suggestion  any  which  gave  a  later 
year,  while  keeping  a  distance  above 
378  B.C.  sufficient  for  the  6<rT€pop 
XP^PV  of  §  37.  But  I  can  find  no 
place  for  hostilities  ''near  Chios,"  in 
which  Athenians  were  likely  to  have 
been  engaged,  between  389  b.c.  and 


the  siege  of  Chios  by  Chares  in  357. 

'  In  §  1  the  vulgate  has  5re  yip 
fU  l^K€\lau  i^irXei  rpiripapx^  Xeu- 
piffTparoi.  For  Xaup4<rrpaTos  read 
^avboTparoi.  This,  Reiske's  emenda- 
tion approved  by  Dobree  {Adv.  i. 
298)  and  Scheibe  (p.  xxix. ),  is,  I  think, 
certain.  Plainly  the  Sicilian  ex|)edi- 
tion  of  415  B.C.  is  meant ;  and 
Chaercstratus,  who  is  still  a  young 
man  (§  60),  would  thus  be  made,  like 
the  speaker,  upwards  of  seventy. 
Two  MSS.  give  MfWorparoff — a  mere 
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389.  Death  of  Philoctemon. 

378.  "Long  after"  Philoctemon's  death  {varepov 
Xpovtf)  Phanostratus  sails  as  trierarch  with  Timo- 
theus  (§  27). 

376.  Two  years  later  (§  29),  Euctemon  is  per- 
suaded to  cancel  the  will  deposited  with  Pythodorus 
in  378. 

364?  Death  of  Euctemon,  aged  96  (§  18). 

363.  This  trial. 

After  explaining  that  he  appears  as  a  friend  of  Chaere-  Analysis, 
stratus  and  his   father  Phanostratus,  the  speaker  shortly 
states  tlie  case.     He  calls  witnesses  to  prove  that  Philocte- 
mon had  made  a  will  in  favour  of  Chaerestratus,  and  cites  a 
law  to  show  that  he  was  entitled  to  do  so  (^  1-9). 

Androcles  and  Antidorus  pretend  that  the  two  youths, 
their  cUents,  are  legitimate  sons  of  Euctemon  by  his  second 
wife,  CaUippe.  This  story  is  refuted  (^  10-16).  These 
youths  are  the  sons  of  a  freedwoman  named  Acte — as  she 
said,  by  one  Dion.  The  elder  of  them  was,  indeed,  enrolled 
by  Euctemon  among  his  phratores;  but  after  opposition,^ 
and  imder  conditions  (^  17-26).  The  various  intrigues  by 
which  Acte  and  her  accomplices  sought  to  obtain  Eucte- 
mon's  property  are  related  in  detail^  (^  27-42). 


error :  cf.  Schom.  p.  323.  H.  Weis- 
senborn  proposed  to  alter  ZtxeX/ay 
into  9e<r<raX/dy  or  Moiredoy^dy.  The 
replacement  of  ^^^barparot  makes 
this  needless. 

^  §  22.  At  first  the  phratores  did 
not  receive  him,  dX\*  dryiv^x^rj  tA 
KovpetoUf  **the  victim  was  taken 
away'*',  i.e.  Euctemon  was  not 
allowed  to  offer  the  sheep  which  he 
had  brought  with  him  for  sacrifice 
on  the  KovpeOrii,  or  third  day  of  the 
Apatnria,  when  new  phratores  were 
onroUed. 


*  §  36.  While  Euctemon  still 
lived,  the  archon  was  asked  by  the 
conspirators  to  let  {fuaOow)  the 
house -property,  as  if  their  clients 
were  orphans.  When  the  archon 
and  the  guardian  of  an  orphan  let 
the  orphan's  estate,  the  person  to 
whom  it  was  let  was  required  to 
mortgage  as  security  a  piece  of  ground 
or  other  real  property.  This  was 
called  dTorlfiTffjM,  and  on  it  were  set 
up  slabs  {6poi)f  bearing  the  orphan's 
name. 
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Androcles  has  at  different  times  made  two  assertions : — 

1.  That  his  clients   were  legitimate  sons   of  Euctemon  ; 

2.  That  they  were  adopted  sons  of  Philoctemon  and  Erga- 
menes.  Now  this  alleged  adoption  would  exclude  them 
from  succession  to  Euctemon's  estate.  The  law  forbids  an 
adopted  son  to  return  (iirapiivai)  into  the  family  out  of 
which  he  was  adopted ;  though,  if  he  leave  a  legitimate 
son,  that  son  may  so  return  (§  44).  Again: — ^Androcles 
has  claimed  in  marriage  the  widow  of  Chaereas,  with  one- 
fifth  of  her  father  Euctemon's  estate.  But  this  claim  is 
inconsistent  with  the  heirship  of  his  clients  (^  43—61). 
Epilogue  (S  62-65). 
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III.  Action  to  compel  the  Dischabge  of  a  Surety- 
ship (^77vi79  Ukti) 

On  the  Estate  of  Dicaeogenes.     [Or.  v.] 
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III.  On  the         Dicaeoffenes,  son  of  Menexenus — who,  for  distinc- 

Estate  of        ^  . 

Dicaeo-      tion  from  his  grandfather,  of  the  same  name,  we  call 

genes.  ,  ^ 

Dicaeogenes  11. — had  four  sisters.  These,  when  he 
died  childless,  shared  among  them  two-thirds  of  his 
estate.  The  other  third  went  to  his  first  cousin, 
Dicaeogenes  III.,  son  of  his  uncle  Proxenus,  in  ac- 
cordance with  a  will  produced  by  Proxenus,  in  which 
the  deceased  declared  Dicaeogenes  III.  to  be  his 
adopted  son,  and  heir  to  one-third  of  his  estate  (ylo^ 

Twelve  years  later  (§  7),  Dicaeogenes  III.  alleged 
that  this  first  will  was  invalid.  Under  a  second  will, 
he  said,  he  was  heir,  not  to  a  third  only,  but  to  the 
whole  of  the  estate.  He  gained  his  cause.  The 
sisters  of  the  testator  were  deprived  of  their  shares, 
and  the  whole  was  transferred  to  Dicaeogenes  III. 

Ten  years  more  elapsed  (§  35).  Meanwhile  the 
nephews  of  the  testator  had  grown  up.  They  now 
resolved  to  seek  redress  for  their  mothers  and  them- 
selves. They  began  by  bringing  an  action  against 
one  Lycon,  who  had  been  called  by  Dicaeogenes  III. 
as  a  witness  to  the  second  will.  Lycon  was  con- 
victed of  perjury. 

The  state  of  things  was  now  this : — Dicaeogenes 
III.  had  himself  declared  the  first  will — which  gave  him 
one-third — to  be  invalid.  The  judges  of  Lycon  had 
declared  the  second  will — which  gave  him  all — to  be 
false.  Accordingly,  the  nephews  (with  the  exception 
of  Menexenus  11. ,  who  had  deserted  their  cause) 
now  sued  Dicaeogenes  III.  for  the  whole  estate.  One 
Leochares  interposed  a  protest  {Bta/Maprvpla)  that 
their   claim  was  inadmissible.     They  indicted    Leo- 
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chares  for  perjury.  Leochares  was  certain  to  be 
convicted.  Dicaeogenes  III.  therefore  made  a  com- 
promise. He  was  to  keep  his  original  one-third,  and 
leave  his  adversaries  in  secm^e  ^  possession  of  the  other 
two-thirds.  Leochares  and  Mnesiptolemus  became 
his  sureties  for  the  performance  of  this  engage- 
ment. 

Leochares  is  now  sued  (by  an  iyyvrf^:  iUrf)  to  Form  of 
discharge  his  liability  as  surety,  since  his  principal 
Dicaeogenes  IIL  has  made  default.  The  speaker, 
son  of  Polyaratus  (§  5),  is  one  of  the  nephews  of  the 
testator,  and  is  supported  by  his  first  cousin  Cephi- 
sodotus  (§2). 

The  question  of  the  date — a  most  diflScult,  and,  Date, 
for  the  chronology  of  Isaeus,  a  most  important 
question — turns  mainly  on  one  point.  Dicaeoge- 
nes IL,  when  commanding  the  Paralus,  was  killed 
in  battle  "at  Cnidus"  (§§  6,  42).  Does  this  refer 
to  the  sea-fight  oflf  Cnidus  in  412  b.c.  ;  or  to 
the  more  famous  battle  in  394  b.c.  ?  If  to  the 
former,  then  the  date  of  the  speech  is  about  390  B.o. 
— earlier,  by  at  least  twelve  years,  than  any  other 
Isaean  work  of  which  we  can  approximately  fix  the 
time.  If  to  the  latter,  then  the  date  is  about  372 
B.C.  The  former  view  is  the  more  probable.  The 
annals  will  then  stand  thus  : — 

412  B.C.,  01.  92.    1.      Dicaeogenes  II.  killed  in 
the    sea-fight    off    Cnidus.^     First   will    produced, 

1  dvafupiapi^Tirra,  §  18  (=Katfa/)A  «  Thuc.  viii.  42;  cf.  Cox,  J7.  Or. 
«rcU  dv^Ta^a,  Argum.),  "freed  from  11.  453:  (for  we  must  think  of  this 
all  claims"; — whereas,  in  fact,  he  sea-fight,  in  which  the  Athenians 
sold  these  two  -  thirds  to  other  lost  six  ships,  rather  than  of  the  un- 
persons, successful  attack  on  Cnidus  noticed 
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making  Dicaeogenes  III.  heir  to  one -third  of  the 
estate. 

400  B.C.  Twelve  years  (§7)  after  the  first  will, 
Dicaeogenes  HI.  alleges  a  seccynd  will,  which  makes 
him  heir  to  the  whole  estate ;  and  gains  his  cause. 
Meanwhile  Athens  had  suffered  calamity,  sedition, 
and  civil  strife  ^  (i6. ;  i.e.  the  defeat  at  Aegospotami, 
the  tyranny  of  the  Thirty,  and  the  Anarchy). 

393  B.C.  Lechaeum,  the  western  port  of  Corinth, 
is  taken  (§  37)  by  the  Lacedaemonians  in  the  second 
year  of  the  Corinthian  War  (394-387  B.C.). 

390  B.C.  Tea  years  (§  35)  after  the  establish- 
ment of  the  second  will,  Dicaeogenes  III.  is  sued 
by  the  testator's  nephews.  A  great  war  is  still  going 
on,  in  which — while  he  has  never  served — "  Olyn- 
thians  and  islanders  are  dying  {airoOvrjaicovai)  for  this 
land  in  battle  with  the  enemy  "  :  §  46.^ 

It  is  true  that,  in  the  Olynthian  War  of  382- 
379  B.C.,  Olynthians  were,  in  a  sense,  fighting  the 
battle  of  Athens.  It  is  also  true  that,  in  374  b.c., 
war  had  been  renewed  between  Athens  and  Sparta ; 


in  c  86,  which  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  attended  with  any  loss).  The 
ParaluSf  it  may  be  observed,  is 
heard  of  soon  afterwards  as  being 
with  the  army  at  Samos  ;  Thuc  viii. 
74,  411  B.C. 

^  Note  the  language  of  §  7  : — iKi- 
KTrfTo  (KOffTOi  8(b8€Ka  hni  A  <^ax«*  'f*^ 
iv  TO<ro&r(p  XP^^V  oOauv  bucQv  oi^eU 
abrCw  i^ltaae  rA  T€vpayfiuha  elircw 
ddUun  xcirpox^at,  Tply  SvffTVxv 
adarfi  riji  T6\€<ai  xal  ffrdaecai 
ytvofxiprii  xAy^vot  oirrwrl  irciffdeli 

This  does  not  say  that  the  ardan 
was  going  on  at  the  time  when  the 
false  claim  was  made.     No  doubt  a 


slip  of  three  years  would  not  be  im- 
possible for  what  Schomann  calls 
"  oratoria  magis  quam  historica  fides  "; 
but  the  apology  is  not  needed  here. 

^  Schomann  would  boldly  alter 
'OXd/pdioi  to  Kopiueiou  Sir  W.  Jones 
(p.  169)  actually  proposed  'OiroiWux. 
But  the  context  itself  defends  'OXt^- 
6ioi.  The  meaning  is: — **You,  an 
Athenian,  have  not  served,  while  aid 
has  been  coming  to  Athens  in  this 
crisis  from  the  uttermost  parts  of  her 
confederacy. "  The  great  city  of  Olyn- 
thus,  as  well  as  the  insnlar  allies, 
doubtless  furnished  some  troops  in 
the  course  of  a  seven  years'  war  which 
held  all  Greece  in  suspense. 
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and  that  the  mention  of  "islanders''  might  be  ex- 
plained by  the  fact  that  Corcyra  was  a  centre  of  the 
hostilities.  But  the  TroXe/^o?  of  §  46  cannot  well 
cover  the  whole  intermittent  struggle  against  Sparta. 
Clearly  it  refers   to  the  Corinthian  War   (394-387 

B.C.).^ 

The  speaker  defines  his  case  by  quoting  his  own  Analysis, 
affidavit  (avra)fioaia,  §  1).  He  then  refers  to  a  register 
{airoypai^rj)  of  the  property  left  by  his  uncle,  to  prove  that 
Dicaeogenes  III.  has  not  refunded  the  due  amount,  and  that 
Leochares  has  therefore  not  discharged  his  suretyship  {rr)v 
i^€yyvr)v  airehtoicev,  §§  1—4). 

A  narrative  of  the  facts  above  stated  follows — stress 
being  laid  on  the  conduct  of  Dicaeogenes  III.  to  his  own 
cousins,  one  of  whom  he  made  a  sort  of  servant  to  his 
brother  Harmodius  (§§  5-18). 

Dicaeogenes  had  covenanted,  not  only  to  resign  his 
claim  to  two-thirds  of  the  estate,  but  to  give  the  plaintiffs 
undisputed  possession  of  them.     He  now  pretends  that  he 


^  I  long  held  that  372  B.C.  was 
the  date,  and  that  the  difficulties 
could  be  overcome,  (1)  by  referring 
crdtTLi  to  the  strife  of  factions  at 
Athens  between  the  partisans  of 
Sparta  and  the  partisans  of  the 
Theban  patriots  in  882  b.o.  (see  Xen. 
Helltn.  V.  iv.  19) — the  year  in  which 
the  Cadmeia  was  seized,  and  in 
which  Athens,  stripped  of  nearly  all 
her  possessions  abroad  and  nearly 
destitute  of  allies,  might  be  said  bwr- 
TvxTjiTox  (cf.  Boeckh,  Puhl,  Econ,  i. 
417):  (2)  by  explaining  ^OX^ySioi... 
Kal  vriaiiOTai,  inroOvfyrKovai  of  the  Olyn- 
thian  War,  882-379,  and  of  the  re- 
newed hostilities  in  374  between 
Athens  and  Sparta,  of  which  Corcyra 
was  a  centre.  Bot  aTdan  most  natu- 
rally refers  to  the  Anarchy. 

The  consideration,  however,  which, 

VOL.  II 


for  me,  has  finally  turned  the  scale 
in  favour  of  890  is  one  which,  so  far 
as  I  know,  has  not  been  noticed — 
the  tone  of  §§  37,  38.  Clearly  the 
details  set  forth  there  are  compara- 
tively recent.  They  could  not  have 
been  used  thus  effectively  after  21 
years.  The  great  war  of  §  46  must 
be  identical  with  the  great  war  of  §  37 
—the  Corinthian.  [For  391,  390  or 
389  are  Schafer,  Dem,  u,  s,  Z.  I.  255, 
cf.  III.  App.  211 :  Blass,  Ail.  Ber,  ii. 
508  ff.:  Schomann,  Ibm,  290  ff.: 
Weissenbom,  Ersck  and  Oruher's  En- 
eycl.  II.  xxiv.  295.  For  872  are  Ben- 
seler,  De  hiatUf  p.  186 ;  and  (on 
second  thoughts)  Dobree,  Adv,  i.  297. 
Kriiger— who  takes  884-381— would 
have  been  for  372  if  he  had  not  over- 
looked the  10  years  of  §  35.] 

2  A 
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had  agreed  only  to  resign  his  claim.  This  would  mean 
nothing,  as  he  had  already  sold  these  two-thirds  to  other 
persons.  He  was  bound  to  refund  the  price  to  the  pur- 
chasers, and  to  explain  that  he  could  not  warrant 
ifiePavovv)  their  ownership.  So  far  from  doing  this,  he 
had  allowed  the  plaintiffs  to  incur  the  cost  of  an  unsuc- 
cessful attempt  to  eject  (i^dryeiv)  one  of  these  purchasers 
(^  19-24).  To  prove  that  Leochares  was  surety  for  Dicaeo- 
genes,  it  is  shown  that  Leochares  had,  on  that  very  pretext, 
induced  Protarchides,  the  husband  of  one  of  his  nieces,  to 
resign  some  property  (§§  25-27). 

The  plaintifls  have  made  fair  allowance  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  property  by  Dicaeogenes  III. ;  and  arbitrators, 
half  of  whom  were  chosen  by  him,  have  recognised  the 
justice  of  their  claim  (^  28-34).  Dicaeogenes  deserves  no 
sympathy  on  the  ground  of  patriotism.  His  public  services 
have  been  ill  done ;  and  he  has  paid  no  war-tax  (€la'<f>opd). 
Once,  indeed,  after  Lechaeum  was  taken,  he  promised  a 
subscription ;  but  he  never  paid  it,  and  his  name  was 
posted  as  a  defaulter  at  the  statues  of  the  Eponymi  (^  35— 
38). 

His  private  and  public  life  is  contrasted  with  that  of 
the  speaker's  ancestors — whose  great-grandfather,  Dicaeo- 
genes I.,  fell  fighting  for  Athens  at  Eleusis ;  ^  as  his  grand- 
father Menexenus  fell  at  Spartfilus,^  and  his  uncle,  Dicaeo- 


^  §  42,  dre  ij  iv  'EXcwriyt  iidxn 
iy4v€To,  This  battle  at  Eleusis  has 
been  referred  (1)  by  Palmer,  ap. 
Schom.  p.  342,  to  01.  80.  4,  457  B.C., 
when  there  were  hostilities  in  the 
Megarid  between  the  Athenians  and 
the  Corinthians :  (2)  by  Reiske  to 
01.  88.  4,  445  B.C.,  when  the  Lace- 
daemonians, invading  Attica  nnder 
Pleistoanax,  advanced  to  Eleusis ; 
Thnc.  I.  114.  But  on  neither  occa- 
sion is  a  battle  at  Eleusis  recorded. 

Read,  with  Dobree,  ip  'AXteDo-t. 
Having  made  a  descent  on  the  coast 


of  Argolis,  the  Athenians  were  de- 
feated by  the  Corinthians  and  Epi- 
daurians  at  Halieis,  01.  80.  4,  457  B.C.: 
Thuc.  I.  104. 

*  §  42,  <f)v\apxufy  (dx^^cwe)  r^s 
*O\vp0lai  h  XirapT(b\(fi,  as  Scheibe 
rightly  follows  Palmer  in  reading. 
In  01.  87.  4,  429  B.C.;  when  the 
Athenians  were  defeated  by  the 
Chalcidians  at  Spart61us  on  the  Chal- 
cidic  peninsula:  Thuc.  ii.  79.  The 
vulgate  *0\vciai  was  actually  taken 
by  Sir  W.  Jones  with  <pu\apxutf — 

captain  of  the  Destructive  cohort." 
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genes  II.,  at  Cnidus.  Nor  can  the  defendant  take  credit 
for  his  ancestors  Harmodius  and  Aristogeiton.  He  re- 
nounced them,  and  the  privileges  which  their  descendants 
enjoy — maintenance  at  the  Prytaneion,  places  of  honour 
{'irpoeBpi&vX  freedom  from  taxes — in  order  to  be  adopted 
by  his  cousin^  (%  39-47). 


IV.     Indictment  of  a  Guardian  for  Maltreat- 
ment OF  A  Ward  {elaayyekla  xaKtoaefo^  6p(f>avov) 

On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias.  [Or.  xi.T — Theo-  iv.  on  the 
pompus,  the  speaker  and  defendant,  possesses  the  ^^' 
estate  of  Hagnias.  Half  of  this  estate  is  claimed 
jBrom  Theopompus  on  behalf  of  his  own  nephew, 
the  son  of  Stratocles.  The  form  of  the  prosecu- 
tion is  an  Information  for  maltreatment  (elaayyeXla 
KaKcoaeo)^) ;  the  son  of  Stratocles  being  considered 
as  an  orphan  whom  his  uncle,  Theopompus,  has 
wronged.^ 


Reiske's  'OSpvalas,  *Odva'(relat  (the 
latter  as  name  of  a  cohort)  were  not 
much  better.  Thuc.  (ii.  79)  men- 
tions Spartdlns  as  belonging  to  the 
BoTTtcuot.  But  now,  in  389,  it  had 
come  under  the  control  of  Olynthus  : 
cf.  Xen.  Hellen,  v.  2.  11. 

^  Scheibe  (praef.  xxviii.)  says 
"videtur  deesse  epilogus":  but,  as 
Blass  rightly  remarks,  the  rather 
abrupt  ending  is  Isaean  and  does  not 
prove  that  anything  has  been  lost. 

'  The  elffWY^ftkla  KaxttHreut  was  a 
special  form  of  the  ypa<f^  Kaxdireun, 
Any    Athenian    citizen    might    lay 


before  the  archon  an  Information 
regarding  alleged  wrong  done  to 
parents,  women,  or  orphans ;  might 
address  the  court  without  limit  of 
time;  and,  if  defeated,  suffered  no 
fine.  There  was  no  fixed  penalty  for 
KdKiocii :  but  as,  in  some  cases,  it 
might  be  iri^da,  Theopompus  speaks 
of  himself  here  as  Kwdweikaif  iirkp  rw 
ffdifiaros  (§  85).  He  observes  that 
the  adversary,  instead  of  prosecuting 
bim  by  this  form  of  7pa^,  ought 
properly  to  have  sued  him  for  the 
estate  in  a  iUtf  (§§  28,  82,  85). 
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Before  it  came  into  the  possession  of  Theopompus, 
the  estate  of  Hagnias  had  been  the  object  of  other 
claims.  It  is  from  the  history  of  these  former  claims 
that  the  complexity  of  the  case  arises. 

Failing  lineal  heirs,  Attic  law  called  collateral 
kinsfolk  to  the  succession  in  this  order : — 

(1)  brothers,  being  sons  of  the  same  father  as 
the  deceased : 

(2)  such  brothers'  children,  males  and  females 
having  an  equal  right  : 

(3)  sisters  by  the  same  father : 

(4)  such  sisters'  children,  males  and  females 
having  an  equal  right : 

(5)  first-cousins  {ave^^oi)  on  the  paternal  side, 
males  being  preferred  to  females : 

(6)  children  of  such  first-cousins  {ave^LaZot)y  with 
a  like  preference. 

In  default  of  the  above,  the  succession  reverted 
to  the  maternal  side,  and  the  next  heirs  were 

(7)  brothers  born  of  the  same  mother  as  the 
deceased :  and  so  on. 

Reference  to  the  accompanying  table  of  the 
Buselidae  will  show  that  PhUagrus  married  his  own 
paternal  first  -  cousin  Phylomache  I.  Their  son, 
Eubulides  II.,  was  thus  the  paternal  ^5^-cousin  of 
HagniaB,  being  sister's  son  of  the  father  of  Hagnias. 

I.  Hagnias  died,  leaving  his  estate  to  his  sister's 
daughter.  At  her  death,  it  was  claimed  by  Glaucon, 
son  of  the  mother  of  Hagnias  by  a  second  marriage. 
Glaucon's  claim  was  contested  by  Eubulides  II., 
and,  on  the  death  of  Eubulides,  by  his  daughter 
Phylomache  II.      The  will  alleged  by  Glaucon  was 
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declared  false,  and  the  estate  was  adjudged  to  Phylo- 
mache  11. 

This  decision  was  just.  Phylomache,  as  the 
daughter  of  a  paternal  first-cousin,  had  a  better 
claim  in  kinship  than  any  living  relative  of  Hagnias. 
Glaucon,  of  course,  had  no  claim  until  the  paternal 
kinsfolk  should  be  exhausted. 

II.  Phylomache's  possession  of  the  estate  was, 
however,  contested  (1)  by  the  mother  of  Hagnias, 
who,  as  sister  of  Stratius  II.,  was  second-coicsin  of 
her  own  son  :  (2)  jointly  by  Stratius  II.  and  the 
brothers  Stratocles  and  Theopompus — all  three  like- 
wise second -cousins  of  Hagnias.  Stratius  II.  and 
Stratocles  died  before  the  case  came  on.  Theopompus 
then  claimed  the  whole  estate  for  himself.  He 
succeeded.  The  estate  was  taken  from  Phylomache 
11.  and  adjudged  to  Theopompus — though  only  by 
three  or  four  votes. ^ 

This  was  manifestly  unjust.  Phylomache  II. 
was  the  daughter  of  the  first-cousin  of  Hagnias. 
Theopompus  was  son  of  the  first-cousin  of  Hagnias's 
father.^  The  claim  even  of  Glaucon  was,  therefore, 
better  than  the  claim  of  Theopompus.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  son  of  Stratocles,  as  son  of  the  second- 
cousin  of  Hagnias,  had  still  less  than  Theopompus 
any  natural  claim  on  the  estate.  His  case  rested 
solely  on  the  alleged  covenant  between  his  father 
and  Theopompus. 

'  [Dem.]  adv.  Macart.  §  10.  himself  iveyj/iov  irats  of  Hagnias — a 

^  The   artifices    by  which    Theo-  quibble  meant  to  mislead  inattentiye 

pompos  got  this  decision  in  his  favour  judges,  as  it  implies  that  the  father 

are  noticed  in  the    speech  Against  of  Theopompus  was  first-cousin,  not 

Macartaius  §§  29  f.     Compare  §  10  of  of  Polemon,  but  of  Hagnias  himself, 
our  speech,  where  Theopompus  calls 
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Tlieopompus  gained  this  cause.  Long  afterwards,^  Date, 
his  son  Macartatus  was  sued  by  Eubulides  III.,  son  of 
Phylomache,  for  the  estate  of  Hagnias.  The  pseudo- 
demosthenic  speech  Against  Macartatus  cites  (§31) 
a  deposition  (fiapTvpia)  stating  that  Phylomache 
obtained  the  estate  from  Glaucon  in  the  archonship 
of  Nicophemus — i.e.  in  01.  104.  4,  361  B.c.  The 
Depositions  and  Laws  quoted  in  the  Demosthenic 
speeches  are  now  usually  held  to  be,  in  a  large  mea- 
sure, interpolations.^  But  that  this  particular  deposi- 
tion in  the  speech  Against  Macartatus  is  spurious,  or 
that,  if  it  is  so,  it  is  incorrect,  is  unproved  ;  whereas 
the  authenticity  of  the  law  quoted  in  §  57  of  the  same 
speech  has  recently  been  confirmed.*  If  we  allow 
about  two  years  between  the  first  and  the  second 
trial,  the  speech  On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias  will 
belong  to  359  B.C.'' 

Tlieopompus  rciids  the  law  for  the  succession  of  collateral  Analysis, 
khisfolk  to  an  estate ;  and  shows  that  the  son  of  Stratocles 
is  excluded  (§§  1-7). 


^  [Dem.]  adv,  MacarU  §  67. 

^  See  the  introduction  to  the  text 
of  Demosthenes  by  Baiter  and  Sauppe, 
Or.  Att.  I.  vi. 

^  By  an  inscription  published  in 
the  HcrnieSy  ii.  28,  by  U.  Kohler: 
see  Blass,  AU,  Ber.  ii.  531  note. — 
Schiifer  {Dem.  it.  a.  Z.  iii.  App.  234) 
rejects  the  fiaprvpla :  Dobree  adopts 
it  {Adv.  I.  309,  "post  archontom 
Nicophemum  "). 

■*  To  360,  according  to  Clinton  sub 
anil.,  Schumann,  p.  452,  and  Scheibe, 
p.  xliii. :  but  I  agree  with  Blass  that 
we  want  a  longer  interval. 

In  §  48  it  is  said  that  people  still 


remember  how  Macartatus,  brother- 
in-law  of  Theopompus,  fitted  out  a 
trireme  and  sailed  to  Crete, — thereby 
causing  some  alarm  at  Athens  lest 
the  peace  with  Lacodaemon  should 
be  disturbed.  Schiifer  (/.  e.)  observes 
that  this  points  to  a  time  before  the 
revival  of  the  Athenian  power  at  sea 
in  878  B.C.  But  the  incident  may 
well  have  been  20  years  past.  No- 
thing can  be  fixed  by  the  embassy  of 
Hagnias  in  §  8.  Harpocration  {s.  v. 
'Ayvlas)  adds  that  Hagnias  was  seized 
and  put  to  death  by  the  Lacedae- 
monians. This,  as  Blass  says  (ii. 
531),  may  have  been  in  the  Theban 
War,  378-371  B.C. 
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He  then  relates  the  previous  history  of  the  estate — the 
dispossession  of  Glaucon  by  Phylomache,  and  of  Phylo- 
mache  by  himself — and  comments  on  the  claim  made,  simul- 
taneously with  his  own,  by  the  mother  of  Hagnias  (^  8-19). 

He  next  refutes  three  assertions  made  by  the  pro- 
secutor : — 

1.  First — that,  in  the  action  against  Phylomache,  there 
had  been  a  bargain  between  Theopompus  and  his  deceased 
brother  Stratocles  for  the  division  of  the  estate.  Such  a 
bargain,  Theopompus  answers,  would  have  been  aimless. 
It  would  not  have  given  them  two  chances  instead  of  one ; 
since,  being  related  in  the  same  degree  to  Hagnias,  they 
were  claimants  on  the  same  ground,  and  must  win  or  lose 
together  (^  20-li3). 

2.  Secondly — that  Theopompus  had  agreed  to  give  his 
nephew  half  the  estate  (§  24-35). 

3.  Thirdly — that  Theopompus  is  rich  and  his  nephew 
poor ;  and  that  Theopompus,  not  content  with  defrauding 
his  nephew,  has  failed  to  dower  his  nieces,  the  four  daughters 
of  Stratocles  (^  36-39).  In  reply,  Theopompus  details 
the  property  left  by  Stratocles  (g  40-43),  and  his  own 
(§§  44-46).  He  ends  by  challenging  his  nephew  to  halve 
with  him  the  total  of  their  joint  properties  (^  47—50). — 
Conclusion  wanting, 

V.  Appeal  (ec^eo-*?)  from  Arbitration  to  a 

DiCASTERY 

V.  For  Fo^    Euphiletus.     [Or.    xii.] — This  speech  —  or 

letus.^       rather  fragment^ — is   the  only  extant  specimen  of 

its  author's  work  which  is  not  concerned  with  the 

^  Preserved  by  Dionysius  de  Isaeo,  tract    as    Oration    xii.,    instead    of 

c.  17.     As  the  most  recent  editors  of  placing  it  among  the  fragments,  it 

Isaeus — Baiter  and  Sauppe  in  their  seemed  best,  for  convenience  of  refer- 

OrtUores  AUici^  and  Scheibe  in  the  ence,  to  follow  that  example. 
Teubner  series — print  this  large  ex- 
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law  of  inheritance.  It  belongs  to  a  case  of  Appeal 
(e>€(r.9)  from  the  decision  of  demesmen  to  an  ordinary 
heliastic  jury.^ 

Every  Attic  deme  from  time  to  time  revised  the  Revision  of 

register    of    its    members     {^ri^mp^tKov    ypafifiarclov),^  registers. 

At  such  revision,  the  name  of  each  member  was 
subjected  to  a  separate  scrutiny  {Biay^(f>ia'is;).  If  the 
voting  decided  that  he  was  to  be  struck  oflf  the 
register  {airo'^ff>l^€a0ai) — in  other  words,  that  he 
was  not  a  true-born  citizen — he  had  an  appeal  to 
a  law-court, — at  peril,  however,  of  being  sold  as  a 
slave  and  having  his  goods  confiscated  if  the  decision 
on  the  appeal  went  against  him. 

Euphiletus,  son  of  Hegesippus  (§  1 2)  by  a  second 
wife,  had  been  struck  oflf  the  register  of  the  deme  of 
Erchia  on  the  ground  that  he  was  illegitimate.  He 
then  brought  an  action  against  the  deme,  represented 
by  its  demarch  or  president,  and  the  issue  was  re- 
ferred  to  one  of  the  Public  Arbitrators.  The  case  was 
pending  for  two  years ;  and  during  that  time  nothing 
was  proved  against  the  legitimacy  of  Euphiletus.  A 
second  Arbitration— in  which  the  deme  waB  repre- 
sented by  a  new  president — had  the  same  result.* 

^  Schumann  (p.  479)  understands  philus  passed  in  419   B.C.,  therein 

the  appeal  to  be  made  by  the  demcs-  following  Harpocration  «.  v,   Biayf^- 

men  from  the  decisions  of  the  Arbi-  ipiffit :  whose  notice,  however,  refers, 

trators  ;    but    here    I   should  agree  not  to  419,  but  to  846  b.c. 
rather  with  the  author  of  the  Greek  '  That    there   were    two    distinct 

Argument  and  with  Dionys.  r;^ /ftztfo,  Arbitrations  is  clear:   see  §  11,  rrji 

c.   14,  by  the  latter  of  whom   this  wpor^pat    Sialrrjs  —  KareSiiJTrfffay    dfi- 

speech  is  described  as  17  virip  £1^X1}-  ^6repoi.     But  two  questions  occur : 

rov  irpds  rbv  ^EpxUtav  d^fiop  f^ats,  1.  How  could  an  issue  once  tried  by 

^  The  earliest  recorded  instance  of  arbitration  be  submitted  to  a  second 

such  a  revision  belongs  to  445  B.C.  arbitration?     Schomann*s    explana- 

(Plut  Piriel,  c.  37).     Schumann  (p.  tion  seems  probable  : — In  the  former 

478),  on  the  other  hand,  would  date  arbitration,  Eu^ihiletus  was  acquitted 

the  practice  from  a  law  of  Demo-  in  the  absence,  perhaps  through  ill- 
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Redress  being  still  refused,  Euphiletus  has  now 
appealed  to  an  ordinary  court.  The  speaker  is  the 
son  of  Hegesippus  by  his  first  wife,  and  is  therefore 
half-brother  of  Euphiletus,  who  was  thirteen  years 
his  junior  (§  11).  The  extant  part  of  the  speech 
opens  after  the  facts  have  been  stated  and  the  wit- 
Date,  nesses  called.  Dionysius  seems  to  connect  this  cause 
with  a  general  revision  of  deme- lists  throughout 
Attica.^  The  only  such  general  revision  of  which 
we  know  belongs  to  the  year  of  Archias,  01.  108.  3, 
346  B.C.  On  this  view,  the  speech  would  fall  in 
343, — ten  years  later  than  any  other  work  of  Isaeus 
known  to  us.  Probably,  however,  the  revision  meant 
in  the  speech  was  not  general,  but  merely  local  and 
ordinary.     In  that  case,  we  have  no  clue  to  the  date. 

Auniysw.  All  the  kinsmen  of  Euphiletus  have  now  borne  witness 

to  his  legitimacy, — his  father — his  brother,  the  speaker — 
the  husbands  of  the  speaker's  sisters — his  uncle :  friends, 
too,  have  testified :  and  all  these  are  trustworthy  (§§  1—6). 
How  could  any  member  of  the  deme  prove  his  legitimacy 
better  ?  (^  7-8).  Further,  the  mother  of  Euphiletus  has 
offered  to  take  an  oath ;  and  his  father  and  the  speaker  are 
ready  to  do  the  same  (^  9-10).  The  arbitrators  to  whom 
the  case  was  formerly  referred  gave  it  for  Euphiletus  (§  11). 
As  a  different  decision  would  have  told  against  him,  so 
ought  their  actual  decision  to  be  taken  as  evidence  that  his 

iiess,  of  his  adversary,  who  died  soou  rov    SiauTrp-od    rritf    SIcutop    fx^''"^* 

aJEtorwards  (§  11)  ;  and  the  new  de-  §  11  ?    To  read  twv  dicurrrrCjy . .  .^x^ 

march,  on  the  ground  that  judgment  tiop  would  be  a  rough  remedy.    Schii- 

had  gone  by  default,  applied  for  a  mann  suggests  that,    as    the    cause 

second  hearing  {dm-lXrj^is  r^y  fi^  oH-  could  not  be  decided  within  the  year, 

<ri7j) — which  could  be   done  witliiu  the    arbitrator    was    specially    reap- 

ten  days   after   the   first   decision  :  pointed  for  a  second  year  (p.  481). 

Pollux    VIII.    60.— 2.    Public    arbi-  ^  Be  Isae,  c   16 :    but  in  ^pd^ 

trators  held  office  for  one  year  only.  v6fioi  he  nmy  be  referring  only  to  the 

How  then  shall  we  explain  Si6o  i-n}  original  institution  of  the  rule. 
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name  has  been  removed  from  the  register  by  a  conspiracy  ^ 
(^  12). 

There  is  perhaps  no  Attic  writer,  certainly  no  Remarks, 
orator,  of  whom  it  is  more  true  than  of  Isaeus  that 
his  work,  to  be  understood,  must  be  viewed  as  a 
whole.      The   monotony   of    subject   in    his    extant  character 
speeches   is    seldom    relieved    by   such    picturesque  lecUon  as 
glimpses  of  Attic  life  as  abound  in  Lysias.     Such  matter: 
monotony  might  certainly  be  forgiven  to  a  series  of 
illustrations  so  valuable  for  a  province   of  ancient 
law,  showing,  as  they  do,  how  the  practice  of  Adop- 
tion worked  in  a  society  now  developed  beyond  the 
conceptions  in  which  that  limited  testation  begins, 
though  not  yet  arrived  at   the  ideas  embodied  in 
the  civil  law  of  Rome.     If,  however,  we  turn  from  and  aa 
matter  to  form,  the  character  of  the  speeches  is  not  form, 
monotony  but  variety.     In  the  first,  the  second  and 
the  ninth  orations,  we  have  reproduced,  in  no  slight 
measure,  the.  dignified  and  austere  pathos  of  Antiphon. 
In  the  seventh  and  twelfth,  there  is  much  of  the 
ethos,  the  attractive  simplicity  and  winning  grace  of 
Lysias ;  while  in  the  third,  the  sixth,  the  eighth,  and 
the  eleventh,  on  the  other  hand,  this  moral  charm  is 
hardly  less  conspicuous  by  its  absence.     Excellences 
of  narrative  are  prominent  in  the  second,  the  fifth,  the 
sixth  and  the  seventh  speeches.     Argument  excludes 
everything   else   in   the   third.     The  fourth   oration 
surprises  us  with  something  like  the  lighter  humour 

^  §   12,  ifirh  rCatf  iv  rtf  Sififjup  tru-  by  Euxitheos  of  having  intrigned  to 

ffrdifTuy.     This  is  well  illustrated  by  remove  his  name  from  the  register 

the  Demosthenic  speech  (Or.  lvii.)  of  the  deme— Cf.  Schafer,  Dem.  u.  8. 

in    a    similar  cause— that  Against  Z,  in.  App.  262  f. 
EvhuXidts  (345  B.C.?)  who  Is  accused 
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The  of  Lysias,  if  only  in  a  single  gleam.^     But,   of  the 

typical  . 

Speeches—  twelve,  there  are  three  which  stand  out  from  all  the 

V.  XI. 

vin.'  rest,  and  which,  taken  together,  symbolise  their 
author's  place  in  the  progress  of  Athenian  oratory. 
The  fifth  is  Lysian,  the  eleventh  is  Demosthenic,  the 
eighth  is  distinctively  Isaean.  The  fifth  recalls  Lysias 
by  the  graceful  and  persuasive  management  of  the 
narrative — ^for  here  argument  has  a  subordinate  part 
— by  the  general  simplicity  of  the  language,  and  not 
less  by  the  skill  which,  in  the  epilogue,  indulges  itself 
with  pointed  and  lively  antithesis.  The  eleventh, 
renouncing  everything  like  a  semblance  of  artlessness, 
glorying,  rather,  in  technical  power,  pours  a  torrent 
of  indignation  and  contempt  on  an  adversary  who  is 
in  the  wrong ;  and,  alone  among  the  speeches  of 
Isaeus,  has  the  stamp  of  Demosthenes  in  this,  that 
from  beginning  to  end  it  is  the  outcome  of  a  single 
impulse.  But  the  eighth  oration  is  Isaeus  himself; 
it  is  the  very  image  of  his  faculty,  displaying  its 
several  sides  at  their  best,  the  old  plainness  with  the 
modern  force,  artistic  narrative  with  trenchant  proof; 
and  these,  too,  in  the  right  proportions,  for  here 
the  logical  division  dominates  the  rhetorical,  and  the 
department  in  which  Isaeus  was  an  imitator  yields  to 
that  in  which  he  was  a  master. 


Fragments 

A  hundred  and  seventy-two  fragments  of  Isaeus, 
or  notices  of  phrases  or  words  used  by  him,   have 

^  Or.  IV.  §  7,  relating  how  many      deceased  Nicostratos — "when  the  two 
persons    became    moamers   for   the      talents  arrived." 
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been  collected  by  Sauppe.^  Of  these,  128  repre- 
sent 42  speeches  of  known  title.  Three  of  the  42 
were,  however,  suspected  by  Harpocration.^  Three 
others,  and  only  three,  are  represented  by  fragments 
which  are  at  all  considerable.  In  each  case  it  is 
Dionysius  who  has  preserved  the  extract  in  his 
comparison  of  Isaeus  with  Lysias.* 

1.  Against  the  Demesmen^  concerning  the  Farm  1.  Against 

(7r/}09   T0i;9    Off/JLoraf;  trepl  rov  j(^a)plov:    VII.   m   bauppe,  men. 

III.  in  Scheibe).  This  is  the  proem  of  a  speech  in 
which  the  plaintiff  claims  back  from  the  men  of  his 
deme — perhaps  that  of  Sphettus  * — a  farm  which  he 
had  just  pledged  to  them — probably  as  security  for 
some  land  of  the  deme  which  he  had  rented.*  In 
form,  the  action  would  be  either  an  Action  for  Eject- 
ment (efouXi;?  Si/cTf)  or  a  Trial  of  a  claim  to  property 
{BiaSiKaaia).  The  avoidance  of  hiatus  suggests  a  Date, 
work  later  than  360  B.C. 

2.  Defence  of  a  Gruardian  against  his  Wards  2.  Defence 

{iirirpoTrri^  airoXoyia  :    X.    in    Sauppe,    VI.    in    Scheibe).  ian. 

Dionysius  has  given  us  two  fragments  of  this  lost 
speech.®     Its  title  is  a  point  which  has  illustrated  its  title, 
the  ingenuity  of  critics.     Sauppe  identifies  it  with 


1  Or.  AU,  II.  228-244. 

'  Viz.  1.  Karb.  XTparoKX^ovSt  2. 
wpbs  Ei5ic\e/5i7i'  rbv  2,ujKpaTiK6Vf  8. 
icarA  Meyap^tav : — IV.  XV.  and 
XXVIII.  in  Sauppe. 

^  Dionysius  compares  1.  Isaeus 
Agaijist  the  Demcs^trun  with  Lysias 
Against  Archebiades: — De  IsacOf  c. 
10  :  2.  Isaeus,  Defence  of  a  Guardian, 
with  Lysia.*)  Against  the  Sons  of  Hip- 
pocrates :  —  ifc.  c.  8.  3.  Isaeus  For 
Eumaihes    with     Lysias    For   Phe- 


renicus: — ih,  c  5. — See  vol.  i.  pp. 
809  f. 

^  It  is  s,v,  ^ipvjTTds  that  Harpocr. 
names  the  speech. 

'^  As  Schomann  suggests  (p.  491), 
referring  to  Boeckh,  Fubl,  Econ,  ii. 
337. 

^  For  the  first  fragment,  see 
Dionys.  Isae.  c.  8 :  for  the  second, 
ib,  c  12.  Schomann,  Sauppe, 
Scheibe  and  Blass  agree  in  referring 
both  fragments  to  the  same  speech. 


Ka\v8(Sva. 
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the  lost  speech  Against  Diophanes}  More  probably, 
however,  it  is  to  be  identified  with  that  Against 
Hagnotheus.  The  latter  is  mentioned  by  Dionysius 
{Isae.  c.  14),  though  not  in  connexion  with  either 
of  the  fragments.  Now  the  first  fragment  (c  8) 
begins  with   these  words : — i/3ov\6fir)v  fiev,  &    avSpe^ 

iiKaarai,  fir)  \lav  ovt<o<;  ayvorjOevra  irpo^  yprnxar     €')(€iv 

ala-xprn*  Schomann,  whom  Sauppe  follows,  was  for 
altering  arp/orjOevra  to  aTrovorfOepra.  Dobree  saw  that 
the  corrupt  word  concealed  a  proper  name.  He  sug- 
gested 'AyTutoadepTf :  it  was  reserved  for  Cobet  to  give 

'Ayvodeov,^ 

itsreia-  Another  puzzle   remains.      Harpocration    quotes 

the  TTobt      ^   speech   of  Isaeus,   i^ovXrj^    KaXvB&vi   irpo^  'Ayv60€ov 

airoXoyia,^  and  elsewhere  another,  irpo^  KaXvS&pa 
iTTiTpoTrij^^ — the  latter  also  as  irpb^  KaXvB&va  simply. 
Combining  these  notices,  Scheibe  ^  infers  that  Isaeus 
wrote  (1)  For  Hagnotheus,  a  irpb^;  KaXvS&va  ctti- 
Tpoirrj^  :  (2)  For  Calydon,  a  irpo<:  'Aypoffeov  i^ovXrj^. 
Blass  vindicates  the  loyalty  of  our  orator  by  suggest- 
ing that  Harpocration  is  to  be  emended;  that  we 
should  read,  S,  v.  K€<f>aX^d€v,  irpo^  KaXvS&pa  i^ovXrj<: 
(not  iTnrpoinjf;,  for  which  iwio-roX^^  is  a  variant),  and 
S,  V,  iwurrjfialvea'dai,  iv  T'p  i^ovXr)^  7r/>09  K.aXvSS)pa  airo- 
Xoyla,    {koI   iv  rr})    Trpo^   ^Ayvodeov,^       It   would  foUow 

that  Calydon  and  Hagnotheus  have  nothing  what- 

^  HarpocratioD,  8,v,  waprrYy&ij^ev,  identification  seems  unsafe, 
quotes   Isaeus  if  rj  irpbs  ^iwpdmiv  ^  Schomann,   Isclc,    488 :    Dobree, 

iirvrpoinit  dToXoyiif.     The  fact   that  Adv.  i.  311 :  Cobet,  Far,  Led.  271. 
the     guardian     is     represented     by  ^  8.  v.  iwKnjfMlycirOeu, 

Dionysius  as  vt6  rOiv   d.de\<f>idQt>  *  s.  v.  K€<pd\ii0€v :    cf.  s,   w,  *A»- 

Kpwoyuhti^  {De  laae.  c.  8)  is,  of  course,  BepuiKpiToSt  dip'  'Earlas  fiv€ia$ai,  icr.X. 
no  objection,   as    Diophanes   might  *  Praef.  p.  xlvii. 

haye  represented  the  rest ;  but  the  ^  AU.  Ber.  ii.  538. 
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ever  to  do  with  each  other,  and  have  been  brought 
into  relation  by  no  depravity  except  that  of  a  text. 
The  character  of  the  two  fragments,  especially  in 
regard  to  the  ethos,  suggests  a  comparison  with 
Oration  xi. 

3.   For  Eumaihes :    an  Assertion  of  a  Slave's  3.  For 

Tji        jj  /  r     \         i     f  »  9  Eiunathea. 

Freedom  (irrrep  TSiiffidffov^  ek  ikevdepLav  aff>aipeai^  :  XVI. 

in  Sauppe,  xii.  in  Scheibe).  Eumathes  had  been  the 
slave  of  Epigenes,  but  had  received  his  liberty  from 
his  master. 

On  the  death  of  Epigenes,  one  of  his  heirs,  Dio- 
nysius,  acting  for  the  rest,^  claimed  Eumathes  as  a 
slave.  Xenocles  came  forward  and  asserted  Eu- 
mathes to  be  a  freedman.  Dionysius  then  brought 
against  Xenocles  an  action^  for  this  assertion  {i^ai- 
piaeto^  BI/C7)).  In  this  speech  Xenocles  defends  him- 
self, and  reasserts  the  freedom  of  Eumathes. 

The  speaker  says  that  he  was  trierarch  in  the  Date, 
archonship  of  Cephisodotus ^  (01.  105.  3,  358  B.C.); 
and  mentions  a  sea-fight  in  which  he  was  engaged. 
This  was  probably  the   battle  at   Chios  in  the  first 
year  of  the  Social  War — 357  B.C. — in  which  Chabrias 


^  Harpocratiou  s.  v.  dyoi  cites 
these  words  of  Dionysius  (as  quoted 
by  Xenocles  in  our  speech) — <fj8Xa^ 
fie  XcvokX^s  ifpeXSfieyos  ^dfidSrjy  els 
iXevBeploPf  Ay ovroi  ifioG  els  dovXeiaif 
«card  t6  ifibv  fiipos,  Schomann 
(p.  485)  points  out  the  inference. 

'  In  such  an  action  the  jury 
could  inflict  what  fine  they  pleased 
{i.e.  it  was  TLfiriTfi)  ;  and  half  the 
rlfirifm  went  to  the  treasury:  cf. 
[Dem.]  Against  Theocrines  (lviii.) 
§21. 

'In  one  place,  Dionysius  has  irl 


Kriif>urodiipov  Apxom-os  {De  Isaeo, 
c.  5) ;  in  another,  iirl  KijipuroSirrov 
ApxovTOf  (ib.  c.  7).  The  latter  is 
now  adopted  by  Sauppe  and  Scheibe. 
Cephisodorus  was  archon  in  01.  103. 
3,  366  B.C.,  a  year  which  gives  no 
probable  clue  to  the  sea-fight. 
Cephisodotus  was  archon  in  01.  105. 
3,  t.e.  from  July  368  to  July  357  ; 
and  the  battle  at  Chios  may,  as 
Clinton  suggests,  have  fallen  within 
his  year.  But  I  would  observe  that 
it  is  only  the  beginning  of  the 
speaker's  trierarchy  which  must  have 
fallen  within  it. 


368  THE  A  TTIC  ORA  TORS  chap,  xxi 

was  killed.     The  speech  For  Eumaihes  may  probably 
be  referred  to  356  b.c. 

4.  Lastly,  Dionysius  has  briefly  analysed,  though 
without  quoting  extracts,  a  speech  **  Against  Aristo- 
geiton  and  Archippus  on  the  Estate  of  Archepolis."  ^ 
The  speaker  is  the  brother  of  the  deceased  Archepolis. 
Aristogeiton  had  already  taken  possession  of  the 
estate.  The  speaker  had  summoned  him  to  make 
restitution  (etV  ifi<f>ap&p  Kardaraaiv),  Aristogeiton 
had  then  entered  a  special  plea  {Trapa/Ypaffyifjy  assert- 
ing that  the  property  was  his  under  a  will :  and 
it  was  at  the  hearing  of  the  special  plea  that  this 
speech  was  delivered.  The  issue  {dfi<l>i<rl3i]T7jat^)  was 
thus  twofold, — (1)  whether  the  will  is  genuine,  (2) 
whether  Aristogeiton  was  justified  in  taking  posses- 
sion before  a  legal  decision.  Isaeus  first  dealt  with 
(2) ;  and  then,  in  a  narrative,  showed  that  the  will 
was  fictitious.  The  speech  is  cited  by  Dionysius  as 
an  example  of  Isaean  arrangement.  One  character- 
istic is  the  treatment  of  the  second  issue  in  a  discus- 
sion prefixed  to  the  narrative  {irpoKara<rK€vrj) :  another 
is  the  artistic  division  of  the  narrative  itself  into 
sections,  with  the  proofs  subjoined  to  each. 

^  Dionys.    Isac.    c.    15.      Sauppo  posing     a    speech     ir^f    'A/>xm'or 

shows  by  a  comparison   of  3   frag-  distinct  from  that  xpds   ^Apurrvyd- 

ments  {Or.  Att.  ii.  229)  that  Wester-  rova, 
mann  and  Weissenbom  err  in  sup- 
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While  a  literary  prose  was  being  shaped,  and  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  a  series  of  forensic  writers  were 
perfecting  a  series  of  types  in  their  own  branch,  no 
artistic  development  that  can  be  traced  with  the  like 
clearness  had  been  going  forward  in  deliberative  Deiibera- 
oratory.  When,  with  Demosthenes  and  his  contem-  tory  as  anr^ 
poraries,  deliberative  oratory  first  comes  clearly  into  "^ 
view,  its  masters  are  found  to  owe  their  several 
excellences  as  artists  to  models  taken  from  the  other  moulded 
two  departments,  to  a  Thucydides  or  an  Isocrates,  Forensic 
to  a  Lysias  or  an  Isaeus.  Not  only  have  we  no  evi-  deictic^ 
dence  of  their  obligation,  in  point  of  art,  to  previous 
speakers  in  the  same  kind,  but  we  are  able  to  see  for 
ourselves  that  the  limits  of  such  obligation  would  ne- 
cessarily have  been  narrow.  Now  this  is  the  reverse 
of  what  might  have  been  anticipated.  The  ecclesia, 
considering  its  place  in  the  democracy,  might  have 
been  expected  to  be  the  great  school,  no  less  than 
the  great  field,  of  oratory.  Further,  the  popular 
Dialectic,  which,  more  than  anything  else,  prepared 
the   Athenian   taste   for   artistic   speaking,  was   far 

more   favourable   to    the   deliberative    than   to   the 
VOL.  II  2  b 
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forensic   branch.       The    general    profession    of    the  ^ 

Sophists   was   to  teach    men  ra  t7J<:  TroXeco^  koX   Xeyeip 

fcal  irpaTTeiv,  to  speak  and  to  act  in  the  aflFairs  of  the 
city.  Protagoras  would  have  regarded  the  Sicilian  1/ 
rhetors,  such  as  Corax  or  Tisias,  whose  concern  was 
chiefly  with  the  law-courts,  much  as  Isocrates 
regarded  the  merely  forensic  writers  of  his  own  day. 
Nor  did  the  earliest  artists  cultivate  one  practical 
branch  to  the  exclusion  of  the  other.  Antiphon  was 
able  to  help  those  who  were  fighting  a  cause  in  a 
law-court  or  in  the  assembly.^  The  thirty -fourth 
oration  of  Lysias  was  composed  for  delivery  in  the 
ecclesia.^  Nevertheless  it  was  not  in  the  assembly, 
but  in  the  law-courts  or  the  schools,  that  oratorical 
prose  was  developed;  and,  when  we  are  able  to 
observe  the  political  eloquence  of  Athens  at  its 
height,  we  see  that  what  it  has  owed  to  the  assembly 
is  only  the  inspiring  opportunity,  not  the  disci- 
pline which  has  chastened  it  nor  the  secret  of  its 
strength. 
Reasons  for        It  is  worth  whilc  to  cousidcr  the  principal  causes 

this !  

of  this  phenomenon.  They  may,  perhaps,  be  reduced 
to  three. 
I.  Relation  I.  It  was  of  the  csscuce  of  Greek  oratory,  as 
to  Rife-  ^^  will  be  seen  most  clearly  when  we  come  to  the  days 
of  its  decline,  that  its  practice  should  be  connected 
with  a  theory.  Art  is  the  application  of  rules,  gener-  •^ 
alised  from  experience,  for  the  production  of  results ; 
and  the  Greek  conception  of  speaking  as  an  art  im- 
plied a  Rhetoric.  This  Rhetoric  grew  only  gradually 
into  a  complete  system ;  but  from  the  first  there  was 

>  Thuc.  VIII.  68.  2  Vol.  I.  p.  206. 
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the  fixed  tendency  to  regard  oratorical  composition  as 
susceptible  of  a  regular  analysis.  Now,  those  rules 
of  technical  Rhetoric  which  were  the  earliest  to  be 
formulated  could  be  applied  with  more  precision  and 
more  effect  in  a  speech  for  the  law-courts  than  in  a 
speech  for  the  ecclesia.  The  true  reason  of  this  is 
not  that  given  derisively  by  Aristotle/  that,  in  for- 
ensic speaking,  chicanery  (to  KaKovpyov)  has  the  larger 
scope ;  the  reason  is  that,  in  forensic  speaking,  the 
subject  is  fully  and  accurately  known  beforehand  to 
the  speaker ;  the  utmost  clearness  of  division  is  im- 
perative, and  is  obtainable  by  a  uniform  method ;  and 
the  problem  is,  how  best  to  use  all  the  resources  of 
persuasion  in  a  limited  space  of  time.  The  two 
things  to  which  the  technical  Rhetoric  first  ad- 
dressed itself  were,  partition,  and  the  treatment  of 
probabilities.  The  law-courts,  then,  were  the  natural  l^ 
field  of  Rhetoric;  and,  owing  to  the  closeness  of 
the  alliance  between  the  theory  and  the  practice, 
they  were  also  for  a  long  period  the  chosen  field  of 
Oratory. 

II.  In  the  true  Greek  conception  the  citizen  was  ii.  union 

.  .     of  military 

at  once  general  and   statesman.      So  long   as   this  and  poii- 

ttical 

identity  lasted,  the  men  at  the  head  of  the  State  functions, 
neither  had  leisure  for  the  laborious  training  neces- 
sary to  eminence  in  artistic  oratory,  nor  felt  its 
attainment  to  be  of  paramount  importance.  It  was 
the  separation  of  military  from  political  functions 
that  enabled  some  men*  to  become  finished  speakers 
while  others  became  accomplished  soldiers.  Pericles 
spoke  the  epitaph  of  those  whom  he  had  led  to  battle ; 

1  Rhet,  I.  1. 
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III.  Outer 


but  he  had  neither  opportunity  nor  inducement  to 
cultivate  the  art  of  war  with  the  exactness  of  an 
Iphicrates,  or  the  art  of  oratory  with  the  exactness 
of  a  Demosthenes.^  Yet  the  division  of  labour,  when 
it  came,  was  a  proof  that  the  civic  life  of  Athens  was 
decaying.  Cleon's  disaster  at  Amphipolis  was  enough, 
indeed,  to  indicate  that  such  a  division  would  thence- 
forth be  the  rule.  The  versatility  of  Alcibiades 
combined  the  two  parts  with  a  success  which  had  no 
later  parallel.  But  the  definite  and  recognised  separa- 
tion of  military  from  political  leadership  cannot  be 
put  much  above  the  days  of  Timotheus  and  Calli- 
stratus.* 

III.    The    outer    history   of    Athens,   from    the 


history 

of  Athens,  disastcr  in  Sicily  to  the  battle  of  Chaeroneia,  pre- 
sents but  two  moments  favourable  to  a  great  political 
'  eloquence.  One  is  the  struggle  with  Philip  of  Mace- 
don.  The  other  is  the  restoration  of  Athens,  in  378, 
to  the  headship  of  a  Naval  League,  followed  by  the 
contest  at  Athens  between  the  Boeotian  and  anti- 
Boeotian  parties.  Around  this  contest  cluster  the 
greatest  names  in  deliberative  oratory  that  appear 
before  the  reign  of  Philip.  Callistratus  of  Aphidnae, 
the  leader  of  the  anti-Boeotian  party,  was  probably 


^  Macaulay,  observing  that  the 
rise  of  Athenian  oratory  was  con- 
temporaneous with  the  decline  of 
Athenian  character  and  power, 
argues  that  this  division  of  labour 
was  the  chief  cause.  {On  the 
Athenian  Orators :  Miscdlancoua 
Writings^  i.  137  f.)  As  regards 
political  oratory,  it  was  certainly 
one  of  the  chief  causes.  Macaulay's 
remark  there,  as  to  the  silent  and 
rapid  downfall  of  Sparta  having  been 


due  to  the  cultivation  by  others  of 
scientific  warfare,  had  been  antici- 
pated. The  old  advantage  of  Sparta 
in  war  and  athletics — then  lost — was 
due,  says  Aristotle,  simply  to  Sparta 
studying  these  while  her  rivals  did 
not :  ry  fiMvov  fiij  irp6j  da-KoOrras 
djKiTv,  Arist  PolU.  v.  (viii.)'  ir. 
§4. 

2  See  Freeman,  Historical  Essays 
(Second  Series)  iv.  "The  Athenian 
Democracy,"  p.  188. 
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the  most  eloquent  statesman  between  Pericles  and 
Demosthenes.^  His  opponents,  Aristophon  of  Azenia, 
Leodamas  of  Acharnae,  Thrasybulus  and  Cephalus 
of  Collytus — especially  the  two  first — were  power- 
ful speakers.  The  meagre  notices  of  their  oratory 
warrant  only  two  general  inferences.  First,  that 
bold  and  vigorous  illustration  of  argument  was  their 
characteristic  merit.  Secondly,  that  they  had  little 
or  no  pretension  to  artistic  completeness  of  form.^ 

Apart  from  the   scantiest  fragments — preserved  ^^f**^* 

■^  ,  .  literature 

chiefly  by  Aristotle   in   the   Rhetoric,  and   handed  of  Political 

Oratory : 

down  to  him  mainly,  it  would  seem,  like  the  sayings  854-324 
of  Pericles,  by  oral  tradition — the  extant  literature 
of  Attic  Political,  Oratory  begins  with  the  speech  of 
Demosthenes  on  the  Navy  Boards,  in  354  B.C.,  and 
ends  with  the  speeches  of  Deinarchus  against  De- 
mosthenes, Aristogeiton  and  Philocles  in  324  B.c. 

In  this  period  of  thirty  years,  our  concern,  as 
defined  by  the  scope  of  our  inquiry,  is  no  longer 
with  details  either  of  style  or  of  work.  It  is,  here, 
with  tendencies  or  characteristics,  considered  as 
showing  in  what  general  relation  the  perfecters 
stand  to  the  inventors.  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
Deinarchus   may   be    set    aside    as    being,   for  this  ©ein- 

•^  ^  arcbus. 

^  On     Callistratus,    see    Schafer,  11.  6  from  the  orator  Cydias — who 

Dem,  I.  11  f.     Dem.  de  falsa  legcU,  §  used  it  in  dissuading  the  division  of 

297,   ToXXoi    trap*    vfiiav    irl    Koupup  the  lands   at  Samos,    850   B.O. — is 

yeydpaffiP  /<rxupo(,  KaXX/<rrparos,  addis  very  remarkable  for  being  just  in 

'AfH(rTo4>Cjv,  At6<f>aPT0i  (the  proposer  the     boldly    imaginative    style    of 

of  the  decree  in  352  for  sending  a  Pericles — not  at  all  in  the  manner 

force  to  hold  Thermopylae) :  (U  Cor,  of  Demosthenes  or    his   contempo- 

§    219,    xoWoL    Tap*    Vfi1»...y€y6p€iai  i-aries :  —  if^lov    yiip    inroXaPelp    rods 

^op€s  ipdo^oi  Kol  fieydXoL  xpb  ifioVf  'AOriPolovs       Tepieffrdpai       K^xXtfi 

KaWUrrparos      ixeipoi,      *Apt<rro0t3i',  rods  iRWrfpaSf    ibs    dptapras    xal 

K4<l>a\oSf  Qpcur^^ovXoSt  fr€pot  fivpioi,  fi^     fidpop     dKOvaofi^Povs     A     &v 

'  A  figure  quoted  by  Arist.  JViet,  ^ri<piff<apTai, 
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purpose,  valueless.  The  reason  of  Dionysius  for 
not  giving  him  a  separate  treatment  is  equally  good 
for  us.  He  was  neither  an  inventor  nor  a  perfecter.^ 
He  has,  indeed,  been  called  the  best  among  the 
imitators  of  Demosthenes.-  But  the  praise  would 
be  faint,  even  if  the  epithets^  with  which  antiquity 
qualified  it,  did  not  attest  a  coarseness  in  the  copy 
which  is  not  less  evident  to  modern  readers.  Her- 
mogenes,  his  too  lenient  judge,  admits  his  want  of 
finish.*  A  more  serious  defect  is  his  dependence 
on  imitation  or  on  plagiarism;  and  it  follows  that 
he  has  nothing  to  show  us  which  is  not  incomparably 
better  shown  by  Demosthenes. 

Lycurgus,  Hypereides,  Aeschines,  Demosthenes 
are  the  four  men  who  illustrate  the  maturity  of  civil 
-eloquence.  Each  has  an  interest  of  his  own,  and 
each  serves,  in  his  own  way,  to  show  the  unity  of 
the  whole  Attic  development. 


^  Dionys.  de  Dinardi.  1,  /xijrc 
€vp€T^v  ISlov  yeyovivai  x^P^*^po^ 
rbv  dvipa,  CxTxep  rhv  AvffLoPf  koX  rbv 
'laoKpdnjv,  Kal  rbv  'ItrouoVf  fii^e  ruv 
ehptittivtav  iripois  reXatirHiVf  Cxrrep 
rbv  ArjfWffOiyrjp  koX  rbtf  Alffx^^^  i^^^ 
^Tvcpeldriv  ijfifts  KplvofAcv.  ib.  c.  5. 
o^biv  oCt€  Koufbv  oih^  tbiov  (ffx^ — 
''no  one  stamp  of  his  own — no 
distinctive  trait." 

'"^  ib,  c.  8  ro&rujf  (=  Twy  rbv  Arj- 
liwrOhnn  trpoxci/Mora/i^cjy)  Aptcrrov  &v 
Tit  Oclri  AeLifapxoy  ycvitrOai, 

3  Deinarchus  was  called  6  AypoiKos 
Arffioa04ifrjs,  Dionys.  L  c.  c.  8.  Also, 
6  KpiOiMOi  ArjfiocrOivrjs,  Hermog.  repl 
Id.  B.  11,  Speng.  Jih,  Gr.  ii.  413. 
This  carious  epithet  has  been  taken 
to  mean  (1)  **  coarse,"  as  barley 
opposed  to  fine  wheat,  Schol.  in 
Walz   M,    Gr,   v.  660  =  oi;   cirivot: 


(2)  <' skittish,"  like  a  KptSSn^  wQXos, 
Ruhnken,  Eist,  erit.  Or.  Or.  :  (3) 
"like  beer  compared  with  wine," 
Donalds,  contin.  of  Miiller  Hist.  Gr. 
Lit.  II.  369,  comparing  Aesch. 
Suppl.  930,  dXX'  (Lpctpds  rot  rijcie 
yip  oMjTopas  ebprficer*  oif  vb^om-as  U 
Kpi0ufv  fU0v.  The  last  is  probably 
right.  A  KplOivoi  Ajifiocdivrjt  is  one 
whose  strength  is  rougher,  and  who 
has  neither  the  flavoar  nor  the 
sparkle.  As  Hermog.  says,  /.  c,  he 
has  rb  rpax«>  Kai  yopybv  koL  a^todpb^y 
C)CT*  ijbTj  TUfh — and  so  they  call  him 
Kpl0tvos.     Of.  hortJUarius. 

*  Hermog.  I.  e.  ffrrov  iwifuX^  6 
\6yos  aCrrtf.  The  same  critic,  in 
allowing  him  ** fiery  earnestness" 
and  "vehemence,"  observes,  with 
truth,  that  the  latter  quality  depends 
rather  on  his  thoughts  and  method 
than  on  his  diction. 


XXII  THE  MATURED  CIVIL  ELOQUENCE  375 

Lycurgus  is  indeed  a  striking  and  a  noble  figure  Lycurgus. 
in  the  Athens  of  Philocrates.     He  came  of  a  house 
that,  after  the  Persian  war,  had  given  a  colleague  to 
Cimon  in  his  Thracian  campaigns,  and,  in  the  next 
generation,    a    distinguished  victim   to    the   Thirty- 
Tyrants.      The   stock  of  the  Eteobutadae,  claiming 
to  spring  from  Erechtheus,  were  hereditary  priests 
of  Poseidon  Erechtheus ;  from  their  house,  too,  was 
chosen  the  priestesa  of  Athena   Polias ;    and  their 
services  to  the  State,  recognised  for  generations  by 
public  honours  in  life  and  in  death,  were  thus  en- 
hanced by  the   most  sacred   dignities   that  Athens 
could  revere.     The  special  work  that  Lycurgus  did  / 
for  the  city  was  to  serve  it  as  a  steward  of  the  public 
treasury  for  a  period  of  office  which  was  thrice  re- 
newed.^    During  twelve  difficult  years,  from  338  to 
326,  he  so  managed  the  finances  as  to  make  them 
suffice  both  for  the  armament  and  for  the  embellish- 
ment of  Athens.     But,  besides  this  task,  there  was  a 
yet  graver  one  that  he  had  made  his  own.     In  the 
ancestral   spirit   of  the   great  Athenian   houses,  he 
raised  the  voice  of  a  hereditary  priest  and  statesman 
in  fearless  reproof  of  the  selfish  apathy  or  luxury 
which    threatened    to    merge    both   patriotism   and 
morality.      As    his    biographer^    expressively   says, 
Lycurgus    was    wappi^a-caa-T^*;    Bict    rrfv    evyivetavy    out- 
spoken because  he  was  noble.     Nor  did  he  stop  at 
words.      By    restoring    the    festivals    of   the    gods, 
by    cherishing    a    faithful    tradition    of    the    great 

^  The  rafdas  rrji  Koiyrji  trpoaSdov  follow  Schafer,  Dem,  u,  seine  2eit, 

was    appointed    for  one  vem-a^rripls  chronol.    table  to  Vol.  ill.  :  cf.  ib. 

only.     The  twelve  years  of  Lycurgus  11.  298-304. 

have     been     differently    placed ;     I  ^  [Piut]  ri«.  X.  OraU, 
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poets/  by  enacting  sumptuary  laws,  and,  above  all, 
by  facing  the  bitterly  invidious  task  of  prosecuting 
disloyal  citizens,  he  made  his  name  to  be,  like  that 
of  Dracon,  a  symbol  for  severity ;  probably  with 
better  reason,  certainly  in  a  more  urgent  cause." 
His  character  is  the  best  comment  on  his  oratory. 
Of  his  fifteen  speeches,  only  one  is  now  extant. 
His  speech  It  was  spokcu,  probably  about  332  B.C.,  against 
liocrates.  Lcocratcs,  an  Athenian  citizen.  Lycurgus  brought 
against  this  man  an  indictment  for  treason  (elaayyeXla 
irpoZoalas^y  because,  in  338,  he  had  fled  from  Athens 
on  the  day  that  brought  the  fatal  news  of  Chae- 
roneia. 

This  speech  is  a  solemn  and  earnest  protest  on 
behalf  of  public  spirit.  There  is  not  a  trace  of 
personal  feeling,  there  is  no  attempt  to  disparage 
the  man's  private  life.  But  the  tone  throughout  is 
that  of  a  lofty  and  inexorable  indignation.  And 
the  form  of  expression  is  not  less  distinctive.  Ly- 
curgus was  scarcely  a  born  orator.  The  ancient 
critics  were  right  in  denying  to  him  elegance  or 
charm,  in  blaming  the  harshness  of  his  diction  or  his 
metaphors  and  his  tendency  to  repeat  or  to  digress.' 


Character 
of  his 
Oratory. 


^  The  negligence  or  caprice  of 
actors  had  already  begun  to  deprave 
the  works  of  the  great  tragedians. 
It  was  Lycurgus,  as  is  well  known, 
who  sought  to  arrest  this  process  by  the 
formation  of  those  authoritative  texts 
which  afterwards  passed  into  the 
library  of  Alexandria.  This  rever- 
ence for  the  elder  dramatists — shown 
further  by  statues  raised  to  Aeschy- 
lus, Sophocles  and  Euripides  (337 
B.C.) — is  most  characteristic  of  the 
man. 


»  [Plut.]  ViU.  X,  Oratt.  :  (Lycur- 
gus was  so  severe)  "that  some  of 
the  sophists  said  that  he  dipped  his 
pen,  not  in  ink,  but  in  death,  when 
he  drew  laws  against  evil-doers." 
DemMes  had  said  of  Dracon  ^i  8i 

iypayf^v,  Plut.  SoL  17;  of.  Tzetzes 
chil.  5.  V.  348  in  Sauppe  0,  A,  ii. 
316. 

'  Dionys.  Vet,  script,  cens,  v.  3 
(after  describing  the  power  of  Ly- 
curgus), oi>  fi^v  doTccof  01^  i^iH,  d>A' 
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The  Structure  of  his  sentences  is,  indeed,  clear-cut; 
he  has  a  certain  impressive  majesty,  due  chiefly  to 
his  intense  earnestness ;  and,  as  Dionysius  says,  he  is 
powerful  in  denunciation.^  But  his  peculiar  interest 
for  the  history  of  Attic  oratory  depends  on  the  union  Two  eie- 

p  ^  T  ^  inents  of 

of  two  elements.  his  style. 

Lycurgus  had  been  the  pupil  of  Isocrates ;  and  i 
the  basis  of  his  style  is  essentially  Isocratic.  But  his  i 
moral  and  intellectual  affinities  with  the  elder  Athens 
assert  themselves.  Engrafted  on  the  smooth  luxuri- 
ance of  Isocrates,  we  meet  once  more  the  archaic, 
somewhat  rigid  stateliness  of  Antiphon  :  raised,  how- 
ever, above  Antiphon's  ordinary  tone  by  the  speaker's 
intimate  sympathy  with  the  elder  poets,  especially 
with  the  tragedians.  The  combination  of  these  man- 
ners, the  Isocratic  and  the  archaic,  has  an  effect  which 
is  not  harmonious — Lycurgus  lacked  the  force  to  fuse 
them — but  which  for  that  very  reason  is  of  much 
interest  for  a  comparison  between  the  elder  and  the 
later  prose.  In  the  following  passages  it  has  been 
attempted  to  keep  something  of  the  tone.  The 
flight  of  Leocrates  is  thus  described : — 

"  After  the  battle  of  Chaeroneia,  when  you  all  rushed  Extnusts 
to  the  ecclesia,  the  people  decreed  that  the  children  and  «[^^h  * 
women  in  the  country  should  be  brought  within  the  walls,  ^^^g, 
and  that  the  generals  should  assign  the  duties  of  the  de-  §§  ie-i8. 
fence  to  the  Athenians  and  other  residents  as  they  pleased. 

dya7/cai0f.       The    harshness    of   his  Xi^^t  ...  trap/n7<ricurrur6f  ...  roi^roi;  xs^ 

diction,  and  his  tendency  to  digress,  ^ifKovw  fidXiffra  rdt  detywo-eu.     In 

Hermog.  xepl  18.  B.   11.     Lycurgus  £p.   i.   ad  Ammaeum  2  he  names 

was  conscious  of  the  last  fault :  irard  Lycurgus  between    Hypereides  and 

Aewfrp.  §  100.  Aeschines  among  the  iywpiffraX  \6yuiif 

*  Dionys.    I.   c,    ai/^i;rt<r6»...8i|;/»7-  jtifroptxGtv, 
fUvos  ...  aefuf^t ...  Karriyopucdt ...  ^Xa* 
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Leocrates,  however,  without  a  thought  for  all  this,  packed 
up  his  property  and  put  it,  with  his  servants,  on  board  the 
boat — the  ship  was  already  at  moorings  ofif-shore — and,  late 
in  the  afternoon,  passed  with  Eirenis  through  the  gate  to  the 
public  beach,  rowed  out  to  the  ship,  and  was  gone ;  neither 
pitying  those  harbours  of  Athens  from  which  he  was  put- 
ting forth,  nor  ashamed  before  those  walls  of  his  native 
city  which,  for  his  part,  he  was  leaving  defenceless ;  nor 
was  he  afraid  when  he  saw  afar,  as  he  forsook  them,  the 
temples  of  Zeus  the  saviour  and  Athena  who  saves,  whom 
anon  he  will  invoke  to  save  him  from  his  perils.  And 
having  come  into  port  at  Rhodes,  as  if  he  were  bringing 
glad  tidings  of  great  blessings  on  his  country,  he  began 
to  announce  how  the  town  had  been  taken  before  lie  left, 
the  Peiraeus  blockaded — and  he  alone  left  to  tell  it ;  nor 
did  he  blush  to  name  m  one  breath  his  country's  fall  and 
his  own  deliverance.  So  thoroughly  did  the  Rhodians 
believe  this,  that  they  told  off  crews  for  their  triremes,  and 
set  about  launching  the  vessels ;  while  the  merchants  or 
shipmasters  who  were  ready  to  sail  for  Athens  were  led  by 
this  man  to  discharge  their  com  and  other  cargoes  ou 
the  spot." 

Presently  he  describes  the  panic  at  Athens  after 
Chaeroneia : — 

§§  39-42.  "  In  those  days,  Athenians,  who  would  not  have  pitied 

the  city  —  what  citizen,  ay,  or  what  stranger  that  had 
visited  it  formerly  ?  Who  was  then  so  bitter  against  the 
democracy  or  against  Athens  that  he  could  have  endured  to 
find  himself  without  a  place  in  the  ranks  of  the  defenders, 
when  the  news  came  of  the  defeat  and  the  disaster  that 
had  befallen  the  people,  when  the  city  was  all  excitement 
at  the  tidings,  when  the  hopes  of  public  safety  had  come 
to  rest  on  the  men  past  fifty,  when  you  might  see  free-boni 
women   crouching  in  teiTor  at  the  house-doors,  asking   if 
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he  is  alive — the  husband,  the  father,  or  the  brother — a  sight 
humiliating  for  the  city  and  for  her  daughters ;  while  men 
decrepit  of  frame,  well  stricken  in  years,  released  by  the 
laws  from  service  under  arms,  men  on  the  threshold 
that  leads  from  age  to  death,  might  be  seen  hurrying  help- 
lessly through  the  city,  with  their  mantles  pinned  in  double 
folds  around  them  ?  But,  many  as  were  the  miseries  in  the 
city,  great  as  was  the  ruin  that  had  come  on  all  the  citizens, 
the  keenest  grief,  the  bitterest  tears,  were  due  to  the  fortunes 
of  the  city  itself — when  the  edict,  declaring  slaves  to  be 
free  men,  aliens  to  be  Athenians,  the  disfranchised  to  be 
reinstated,  was  read  by  any  man  who  once,  perhaps,  had 
prided  himself  on  being  a  free-bom  son  of  the  Attic  soil. 
The  reverse  that  had  befallen  the  city  was  even  this  : 
formerly  she  had  vindicated  the  freedom  of  the  Greeks — 
then  she  thought  it  enough  if  she  could  successfully 
defend  her  own  existence ;  formerly  she  had  ruled  far  and 
wide  over  the  land  of  barbarians — then  she  was  battling 
with  Macedonians  for  her  own ;  and  the  people  whose  aid 
was  once  invoked  by  Lacedaemonians,  by  Peloponnesians 
and  by  the  Greeks  of  Asia  was  driven  to  seek  succour 
for  itself  from  the  men  of  Andros,  of  Ceos,  of  Troezen,  of 
Epidaurus." 

The  peroratiou  is,  however,  the  most  character- 
istic passage,  not  merely  for  its  matter,  but  also  for 
its  form.  While  the  resemblance  to  Antiphon  is 
marked,  there  is  a  strain  that  surpasses  him  ;  but 
the  speaker  does  not  soar ;  he  rises  with  effort,  and 
shows  at  the  end  how  his  cultivated  gift  of  speech 
laboured  to  utter  his  high  enthusiasm  : — 

"Be  sure,  judges,  that  each  of  you,  by  the  vote  which  §§  i46- 

150 

he  now  gives  in  secret,  will  lay  his  thought  bare  to  the 
gods.     And  I  deem  that  this  day,  judges,  you  are  passing  a 


\ 
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collective  sentence  on  all  the  greatest  and  most  dreadful 
forms  of  cringe,  in  all  of  which  Leocrates  is  manifestly 
guilty;  on  treason,  since  he  abandoned  the  city  to  its 
troubles  and  brought  it  under  the  hand  of  the  enemy  ;  on 
subversion  of  the  democracy,  since  he  did  not  stand  the 
ordeal  of  the  struggle  for  freedom  ;  on  impiety,  since  he 
has  done  what  one  man  could  to  obliterate  the  sacred  pre- 
cincts and  to  demolish  the  temples ;  on  ill-treatment  of 
parents, — for  he  sought  to  destroy  the  monuments,  and  to 
abolish  the  liturgy,  of  the  dead ;  on  a  soldier's  desertion  of 
his  post  and  avoidance  of  his  duty, — for  he  did  not  place 
his  personal  service  at  the  disposal  of  the  Generals.  WTio, 
then,  will  acquit  this  man, — who  will  condone  misdeeds 
which  were  deliberate  ?  Wlio  is  so  foolish  as,  by  saving 
this  man,  to  place  his  own  safety  at  the  mercy  of  cowardly 
deserters, — who  will  show  compassion  to  this  man,  and  so 
elect  to  die  unpitied  at  the  hands  of  the  enemy  ?  Who 
will  conciliate  the  gratitude  of  his  coimtry's  betrayer,  in 
order  to  make  himself  obnoxious  to  the  vengeance  of  the 
gods  ? 

"  In  the  cause  of  ray  country,  of  the  temples  and  of  the 
laws,  I  have  fairly  and  justly  set  forth  the  issue,  without 
disparaging  or  vilifying  the  defendant's  private  life  or 
bringing  any  irrelevant  accusation.  You  must  reflect, 
every  one  of  you,  that  to  acquit  Leocrates  is  to  pass  sen- 
tence of  death  and  enslavement  on  your  coimtry.  Two  urns 
are  before  you ;  and  the  votes  which  you  give  are,  in  the 
one  case,  for  the  overthrow  of  your  city,  in  the  other,  for 
its  safety  and  its  domestic  welfare.  If  you  absolve  Leo- 
crates, you  will  vote  for  betraying  the  city,  the  temples,  and 
the  ships ;  if  you  put  him  to  death,  you  will  exhort  men 
to  cherish  and  preserve  their  country,  her  revenues  and  her 
prosperity.  Deem,  then,  Athenians,  that  a  prayer  goes  up 
to  you  from  the  very  land  and  all  its  groves,  from  the 
harbours,   from  the  arsenals,  from  the  walls  of  the  city, 
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deem  that  the  shrines  and  holy  places  are  summoning  you 
to  protect  them,  and,  remembering  the  charges  against  him, 
make  Leocrates  a  proof  that  compassion  and  tears  do  not 
prevail  with  you  over  solicitude  for  the  laws  and  for  the 
commonweal." 

Each  urn  was  found  to  contain  the  same  number  signm- 
of  votes ;  and  Leocrates  benefited  by  the  precedent  the  wsuit. 
of  Orestes.  But  that  the  voices  should  have  been 
equally  divided  when  the  prosecution  could  have 
been  so  easily  represented  as  vexatious,  and  when  the 
common  temper  of  the  city  was  with  the  accused,  is 
a  remarkable  testimony  to  the  character  and  to  the 
eloquence  of  the  accuser. 

^The   most   complete    contrast    to    Lycurgus,    in  Hyper, 
everything  except  firm  patriotism,  is  presented   by 
his    younger    contemporary.      Hypereides,    son    of    / 
Glaucippus,  of  a  good  Athenian  family,  had  begun 
life  as  a  forensic  speech-writer.     At  an  early  age,  in 
360,  he  had  prosecuted  Autocles,  a  general  charged 
with  treason  in  a  Thracian  command.     He  had  after- 
wards appeared  as  accuser  against  men  so  eminent 
as  Aristophon  of  Azenia  —  whose  oppression  of  the 
allies  he  exposed — and  Diopeithes  of  Sphettus.    From  . 
the  Peace  of  346  to  the  affair  of  Harpalus  in  324 
Hypereides  stood  by  the  side  of  Demosthenes  as  a 
leader  in  the  struggle  against  Macedon.     The  Lamian 
War  was   especially  his   work  ;  and  he    paid  for  it 
with  his   life.      But   wliile   in   the   political   sphere    1^ 
Hypereides  was   a    loyal   and  fiery   patriot,   in   his 
private   character  he   was   a   true   son  of  the   new 
Athens.     His  philosophy  was  expressed  in  his  own 

saying — 11^  ZvvatrOai  koKm^  f^i/,   ilj)  fiaOinv  rk  KoKa  rk 
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kv  T^  yStV  :  ^  he  could  not  live  beautifully  until  he  had 
learned  what  beautiful  things  there  were  in  life. 
Pericles  might  have  said  that ;  but  not  in  the  sense 
of  Hypereides ;  the  study  of  the  beautiful  was  ceas- 
ing to  be  combined  either  with  frugality  or  with 
spiritual  chastenment. 
t  Hypereides  was,  like .  Lycurgus,  a  pupil  of  Iso- 

crates.  But  while  the  measured  and  stately  flow  of 
Isocratic  numbers  was  in  unison  with  the  character 
of  Lycurgus,  the  basis  of  whose  style  is  taken  from 

His  reia.     his  master,  it  was  not  truly  congenial  to  Hypereides. 

isocrates.  The  chicf  Icssou  which  Hypereides  has  learned  from 
Isocrates  is  the  large  development  of  the  periodic 
sentence.  As  might  have  been  expected,  Hypereides 
is  far  more  Isocratic  in  the  Epitaphius  than  in  any- 
thing else  of  his  that  we  have.  The  reason  is,  how- 
ever, not  so  much  that  his  diction  and  composition 
are  there  modified  by  the  epideictic  form  ;  rather  it 
is  that  Hypereides  has  thoroughly  caught  from  Iso- 
crates the  tone  of  elevated  panegyric,  and  that,  in 
the  treatment  of  this  really  noble  theme,  the  disciple 
unconsciously  breathes  the  master's  spirit. 

HLsreia-  But   the    esscutial    tendencies   in   the    style    of 

tion  to  ... 

Lysias.  Hypcrcidcs  are  those  of  Lysias  :  and  this  arises  from 
no  accident,  but  from  the  natures  of  the  men.  Both 
men  united  energy  in  public  action  with  an  easy- 
going, pleasure-loving,  humorous  temper  in  social  life, 
which  made  them  peculiarly  sensitive  to  the  niceties 
of  social  idiom  in  their  day,  and  peculiarly  aUve,  too, 
to  the  real  advantages  which  a  public  speaker  can 

^  'tx€pldrjs  6  jiiirwp  (tprj  fi^  di^cur^cu      florent.  p.  41,  frag.  289  in  Sauppe, 
koKCjs   ^v,    K.T.X.,     Stob.    append.       0.  A.  ii.  305. 
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derive  from   tact,  from   wit,  and   from   personal  or 
literary  allusion.     What   Athenian   Tragedy  was  to  Sympa- 
Antiphon  and  Aeschines,  that  was  Athenian  Comedy  Lysiaa  aod 
to  Lysias  and  Hypereides.    The  description  by  Lysias  eides  with 
of  a  persistent  borrower  has  been  noticed  as  illustrat-    °™  ^' 
ing  the  reference  of  Demetrius  to  the  "somewhat 
comic  graces  "  of  Lysias.^     Hypereides  had  the  same 
kind  of  aflSnity  with   the  Middle  Comedy ;  but  he 
went  further ;  he  took  words  or  turns  of  phrase  from 
it ;  and  unquestionably  one  great  secret  of  his  success 
as  a  speaker  was  his  art  of  making  a  lively  Athenian 
audience    feel  that  here  was  no  austere   student  of 
Thucydides,  but  one  who  was  in  bright  sympathy 
with   the   everyday   life   of  the  time.     It  has  been 
truly  remarked  ^  that  the  author  of  the  "  School  for 
Scandal  "  may  be  recognised  in  the  accuser  of  Warren 
Hastings  : — 

"He  remembered  to  have  heard  an  honourable  and 
learned  gentleman  remark  that  there  was  something  in 
the  frame  and  constitution  of  the  Company  which  extended 
the  sordid  principles  of  their  origin  over  all  their  successive 
operations ;  connecting  with  their  civil  policy,  and  even 
with  their  boldest  achievements,  the  meanness  of  a  pedlar 
and  the  profligacy  of  pirates — alike  in  the  political  and 
military  line,  could  be  observed  auctioneering  ambassadors 
and  trading  generals  ; — and  thus  we  saw  a  revolution 
brought  about  by  affidavits  ;  an  army  employed  in  exe- 
cuting an  arrest ;  a  town  besieged  on  a  note  of  hand ;  a 
prince  dethroned  for  the  balance  of  an  account.  Thus  it 
was,  they  exhibited  a  Government  which  united  the  mock 
majesty  of  a  bloody  sceptre,  and  the  little  traflBc  of  a  mer- 

*  Vol.  I.  p.  180.  »  Quarterly  Review,  vol.  132,  p.  447. 
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chant's  counting-house,  wielding  a  truncheon  with  one  hand, 
and  picking  a  pocket  with  the  other." 

^      Hypereides  was  the  Sheridan  of  Athens. 
Style  of  Dionysius  says:^  —  **  Hypereides  hits    his    mark 

Hyper- 

eides,  as     neatly,   but   seldom   lends   grandeur  to    his    theme. 

i8ed(i)by  In  embellishment  of  his  diction  he  has  surpassed 
'  Lysias ;  in  the  astuteness  with  which  he  disposes  his 
subject-matter  he  has  surpassed  all.  Then  he  keeps 
to  the  issue  throughout,  and  insists  on  the  really 
strong  points  of  his  arguments.  He  commands  the 
resources  of  a  large  intelligence ;  he  has  an  exquisite 
charm ;  and  while  he  appears  simple,  is  no  stranger 
to  consummate  art.  He  is  especially  to  be  imitated 
for  the  subtlety  and  symmetry  of  his  narratives,  as 
well  as  in  respect  to  the  avenues  (l^oZoC)  by  which 
he  approaches  his  case/.'  Elsewhere^  he  names  (1) 
strength  of  diction,  (2)  simplicity  of  composition, 
(3)  tact  in  the  handling  of  subject-matter,  and  (4) 
avoidance  of  tragic  pomp,  as  the  marks  of  Hypereides. 
<■  This  criticism  seems  just  in  the  main.  Hypereides 
resembles  Lysias  in  general  simplicity,  in  grace,  and 
in  tact :  but  has  a  richer  vocabulary,  more  subtlety 
of    arrangement,    and  the    ampler   Isocratic    period. 

(2)  by  Her-  Hermogcues  puts  the  masters  of  civil  oratory  in  this 

mogenes :  , 

order :  Demosthenes,  Lysias,  Isaeus,  Hypereides.  Ob- 
serving that  Hypereides  has  "  very  little  finish,"  and 
that  his  special  characteristic  is  a  want  of  temperance 
and  of  elegance  in  his  diction,  he  instances  these  words 

—  fiovforaro^,      yaXedypa,      €KKok/cv^€cv,      icTfjXoKO^rqrcu, 

iTTij/SoXo^.^     Clearly  Hermogenes  judges  Hypereides 

^  Dionya.  Vet,  script,  cens.  v.  6.  *  Id,  de  Dinarch,  7. 

'  Hermog.  xtpIL  Id,  B.  11. 


^-- 
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harshly  because  he  could  not  forgive  his  abundant 
colloquialisms  and  his  borrowing  from  comedy  or 
from  any  literary  source  that  would  furnish  a  point. 
With  this  judgment  it  is  instructive  to  compare  that 
of  the  so-called  Longinus.      It  is  the  fullest,  and  (3)  by  the 

°  ,  .  author  of 

in   one   respect  the   best,   of   the    ancient    notices,  thexe/rf 
Dionysius   does  not  mention  the  wit,  the  sarcasm 
or  the   irony   of  Hypereides;    and   in   Hermogenes 
the   omission   is   not  surprising.      The   treatise   On 
Suhlimity  does  justice  to  these  qualities  :  ^ — 

"If  merits  were  to  be  counted,  not  weighed, 
Hypereides  would  stand  far  before  Demosthenes. 
He  has  more  tones  in  his  voice  than  Demosthenes, 
and  a  greater  number  of  special  excellences.  In  fact, 
like  the  pentathlete,  Hypereides  is  second-best  all 
round ;  for  the  prize  in  any  given  branch,  he  comes 
after  the  specialists,  but  before  the  laymen.  Besides 
imitating  the  merits  of  Demosthenes  in  everything 
except  composition,  Hypereides  has  further  mastered 
in  an  eminent  degree  the  excellences  and  the  graces 
of  Lysias.  He  expresses  himself  in  the  'plain' 
manner,  where  it  is  fitting, — not  with  the  sustained, 
unvarying  tension  of  Demosthenes ;  and  he  has 
moral  persuasiveness,  with  the  flavour  of  an  un- 
studied suavity.  Incomparable  wit  plays  about  him  ; 
his  sarcasm  is  in  perfect  keeping  with  political 
oratory ;  he  is  adroit  with  the  weapons  of  irony ;  his 
jokes  are  not  jarring,  ill-bred,  or  importunate,  in  the 
*  Attic '  manner  of  that  generation ;  when  he  does 
pull  people  to  pieces,  he  does  it  neatly,  with  much 
humour,  and  with  the  pungency  of  well-aimed  banter ; 

^  [Long.]  vepi  (^ovt,  c.  84. 
VOL.  II  2  C 
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and  with  all  this,  there  is  a  beauty  of  style  beyond 
imitation.     He  has  great  power  of  pathos ;  in  relating 
legends,  he  has  a   certain   luxuriance,  and  a  facile 
inspiration  that  wafts  him  most  smoothly  from  point 
to  point  on  his  way ; — for  instance,  he  has  managed 
Leto's  story ^  more   artistically  than  any  one  else; 
and,  in  the  Funeral  Oration,  has  perhaps  surpassed 
all  in  the  panegyric  manner.     Demosthenes,  on  the 
other  hand,  has  no  gift  for  delineation  of  character ; 
his  style  is  not  liquid,  flexible,  or  adapted  to  display ; 
and  he  is  comparatively  deficient  in  ea<jh  and  all  of 
the  qualities  just  mentioned.     Again,  where  Demo- 
sthenes strives  to  be  jocose  or  witty,  he  makes  us 
laugh  rather  at  him  than  with  him ;  nor  is  he  ever 
so  far  from  graciousness  as  when  he  courts  it.     For 
instance,  if  he  had  tried  to  write  the  elegant  defence 
of  Phryne  or  of  Athenogenes  he  [would  have  shown 
the    superiority    of    Hypereides]   still   more.       The 
beauties  of  Hypereides,  though  many,  are  yet  wanting 
in  grandeur;  they  are  of  a  sober  character,  without 
energy,  and  allow  the  hearer  to  remain  placid.     No 
reader  of  Hypereides  feels  terror.     But  Demosthenes 
is  of  the  greatest  nature.     He  has  lofty  eloquence, 
intensity,   living    passion,   copiousness,    rapidity    of 
thought.     Above  all,  that  which  is  his  own — unap- 
proachable mastery  and  force  of  oratorical  art.     These 
are  heaven-sent,  astonishing  gifts — human  they  may 
not  be  called — and,  having  these  in  their  fulness,  he 

^  Alluding  to  the  lost  Ai7X(air6f.  Hypereides    pleaded    the    Athenian 

From  422  to  346  there  was  a  stand-  cause     before     the     Amphictyons, 

ing  dispute  between  the  Delians  and  and  prevailed.     See  Saoppe,  6.  A, 

the  Athenians  about  the  presidency  ii.  286  f. 
of  the  Delian   temple.       In    346-5 
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prevails  over  all  other  orators — even  over  those  who, 
like  Hypereides,  have  beauties  which  he  lacks.  His 
thunders,  his  fire,  vanquish  the  speakers  of  every 
age ;  one  might  as  soon  face  with  steady  eyes  a  de- 
scending thunderbolt,  as  oppose  a  calm  front  to  the 
storm  of  passions  which  Demosthenes  can  arouse." 

The  two  points  to  which  exception  may  be  taken 
in  this  otherwise  good  criticism  are,  the  denial  to 
Demosthenes  of  power  happily  to  relax  his  style,  or 
to  delineate  character;  and  (so  far  as  we  can  judge) 
the  denial  to  Hypereides  of  energy.  As  a  whole, 
however,  the  estimate  is  probably  just.  Some  ancient 
critics  placed  Hypereides  before  Demosthenes;  this 
was  preposterous ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are 
good  grounds  for  believing  that,  among  poHtical 
orators,  Hypereides  was  second  to  no  one  except 
Demosthenes. 

The  work  of  Hypereides  is  now  represented  by  Extant 

work  of 

(1)  fragments  of  a  speech  for  Lycophron — probably  Hyper- 
earlier  than  349  B.C.  :  (2)  the  speech  for  Euxenippus, 
nearly  complete,  about  330  B.C. :  (3)  fragments  of 
the  speech  against  Demosthenes  in  the  Harpalus 
trial,  324  B.c.  :  (4)  the  Funeral  Oration  over  Leo- 
sthenes  and  the  comrades  who  fell  with  him  in  the 
Lamian  War,  322  b.c.  :  (5)  several  small  fragments. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  these  remains  nowhere 
illustrate  what  was  especially  characteristic  of  Hy- 
pereides— his  lighter  and  more  playful  grace.  But 
the  Epitaphius  is  a  noble  monument  of  his  graver 
eloquence.  And  the  Speech  for  Euxenippus — which 
shall  first  be  noticed — shows  his  power  of  scathing 
reproof. 
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Speech  After  the   battle   of  Chaeroneia,  Philip   had  re- 

for 

Eoxen-       stored  Oropus  to  the  Athenians.     The  territory  con- 
sisted of  five  hills,  one  of  which  was  assigned  to  every 
two  of  the  ten  Athenian  tribes.     A  religious  scruple 
arose  about  the  hill  assigned  to  the  tribes  Hippotho- 
ontis  and  Acamantis :  had  it  not  been  already  conse- 
crated to  the  god  Amphiaraus  ?     It  was  resolved  to 
ask  the  god  himself  for  a  sign.     The  ecclesia  directed 
Euxenippus  and  two  others  to  pass  a   night  in  the 
temple  of  Amphiaraus  at  Oropus.     It  does  not  appear 
what  vision  they  reported.     Polyeuctus,  however — 
a  well-known  citizen — proposed  a  decree   directing 
the  two  tribes  to  restore  the  hill  to  the  god,  and 
the  other  eight  tribes  to  compensate  them.      This 
proposal  was  adjudged  to  be  unconstitutional,  and 
Polyeuctus  was  fined.     He  then  impeached  Euxenip- 
pus for  reporting  falsely  to  the  people.      Lyenrgus 
was  the  accuser  and  Hypereides  the  defender.     Hy- 
pereides  shows  that  Polyeuctus  is  illogical ;  that  his 
motive  is  merely  vindictive  ;  and  proceeds  : — 

CoL  ixx.-         "  So,   if  you  had   been   acquitted   on  that  indictment. 

(©dLBiass).  Euxenippus  would  not  have  been  guilty  of  perjury  against 
the  god ;  but,  since  it  happened  that  you  were  convicted, 
Euxenippus  must  be  mined  !  For  you,  the  proposer  of  such 
a  decree,  the  penalty  was  laid  at  five-and-twenty  drachmas ; 
but  he  who,  by  the  order  of  the  people,  passed  the  night  in 
the  temple  must  not  even  be  buried  in  Attic  ground ! 

" '  Yes,'  you  say :  '  he  behaved  monstrously  in  allowing 
Olympias  to  dedicate  that  cup  in  the  temple  of  the  Goddess 
of  Health  ! '  You  introduce  the  name  of  Olympias  to  speed 
you  on  your  coui-se,  you  charge  Euxenippus  with  a  fictitious 
flattery,  and  you  fancy  that  this  will  expose  him  to  the 
hatred  and  anger  of  the  judges. 
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"  My  good  friend,  you  should  not  invoke  the  names  of 
Olympias  and  Alexander  on  your  attempts  to  hurt  your 
fellow-citizens ;  no,  but  when  Olympias  and  Alexander  lay 
unrighteous  and  improper  commands  on  the  Athenian 
people,  then  you  should  get  up,  and,  on  behalf  of  the  city, 
protest,  and  argue  for  your  rights  with  their  emissaries,  and 
go  before  the  geneml  assembly  of  the  Greeks  to  uphold  your 
country's  honour.  In  that  assembly  you  never  rose :  you 
never  mentioned  such  things ;  but  here  you  hate  Olympias 
for  the  sake  of  Euxenippus,  and  say  that  he  is  a  flatterer  of 
her  and  of  the  Macedonians.  If  you  can  show  that  he  ever 
visited  Macedonia,  or  received  any  Macedonian  into  his 
house,  or  that  he  admits  any  one  from  that  country  to  his 
intimacy  or  even  to  his  conversation,  or  that  he  has  expressed 
any  views  whatever  of  such  matters  either  in  a  workshop 
or  in  the  market-place  or  anywhere  else,  or  that  he  has  not 
lived  decorously  and  soberly,  minding  his  own  affairs,  like 
any  other  citizen, — then  let  the  judges  do  what  they  will 
to  him. 

"  If  these  charges  were  true,  they  would  have  been  on 
other  lips  than  yours, — they  would  have  been  the  talk  of 
Athens ;  jrfist  as  all  the  other  advocates  or  agents  of  Mace- 
donia are  well  known  to  the  rest  of  their  fellow-citizens,  ay, 
to  the  children  in  the  schools,  even  as  they  are  known  to 
their  own  consciences — the  orators  who  draw  Macedonian 
pay,  the  entertainers  who  open  their  houses  to  Macedonian 
visitors,  and  go  to  meet  them  on  the  roads  when  they  ap- 
proach. Here,  again,  you  will  find  that  Euxenippus  has 
kept  clear  of  all  such  association." 

The  Funeral  Oration  belongs  to  a  year  hardly  so  The 
memorable  for  the  catastrophe  of  the  Lamian  War  oration, 
as  for  the  death  of  Hypereides  himself,  of  Demo- 
sthenes,  and  of  Aristotle.     Hypereides,  as  has  been     [/ 
noticed,  had  been  a  chief  mover  in  the  last  effort  of 
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Greek  freedom  against  Macedon.  After  the  death  of 
Leosthenes  before  Lamia  a  gleam  of  good  fortune  had 
come  to  the  Greeks.  Antiphilus  had  won  a  battle  at 
Meliteia  against  Leonnatus.  When  Hypereides  spoke 
the  epitaph  of  Leosthenes  and  his  comrades,  the 
hopes  inspired  by  this  victory  were  still  fresh.  In 
August  322 — perhaps  a  month  later  than  the  speech 
— these  hopes  had  been  shattered  by  the  battle  of 
Crannon : — 


Col.  v.-  "  Leosthenes,  aware  that  all  Hellas  was  abased,  panic- 

stricken,  ruined  by  those  who  take  bribes  from  Philip  and 
Alexander  against  their  native  cities, — that  Athens  was  in 
need  of  a  man,  and  all  Hellas  in  need  of  a  city,  capable  of 
exercising  leadership, — gave  himself  as  an  offering  to  Athens, 
and  Athens  as  an  offering  to  the  freedom  of  Greece.  Then, 
having  organised  a  force  of  mercenaries,  and  put  himself  at 
the  head  of  the  citizens,  he  saw  the  first  who  took  the  field 
against  Hellenic  freedom — Boeotians,  Macedonians,  Euboeans 
and  their  allies — fall  before  him  on  a  Boeotian  plain. 
Thence  he  went  to  the  Gates, — seized  those  passes  through 
which  of  old  barbarians  marched  against  Greeks,  arrested 
the  Greece-ward  progress  of  Antipater,  foimd  Antipater 
himself  in  those  regions,  beat  him  in  a  battle,  imprisoned 
and  besieged  him  in  Lamia ;  made  allies  of  the  Thessalians, 
Phocians,  Aetolians  and  other  people  of  the  country ;  and, 
where  Philip  and  Alexander  had  gloried  in  an  extorted 
submission,  received  the  tribute  of  a  voluntary  loyalty 
His,  indeed,  it  was  to  perform  the  cause  that  he  had  taken 
in  hand ;  but  not  to  evade  the  doom  of  destiny.  And  in 
justice  we  must  give  Leosthenes  our  gratitude,  not  merely 
for  all  that  he  did  himself,  but  also  for  the  victory  won 
after  his  death,  and  for  the  other  benefits  which  the 
campaign  has  brought  to  Greece ;  for  it  is  on  the  foimda- 
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tions    laid   by  Leosthenes    that    the    achievements    of  his 


successors  are  arising." 


Then  he  imagines  the  greeting  that  awaits 
Leosthenes  and  his  comrades  in  the  place  of  the 
departed : — 

"  With  us,  and  with  all  the  living,  as  we  have  seen,  CoL  xni.- 

XIV 

they  shall  ever  have  renown ;  but  in  the  dark  under- world 
— suflfer  us  to  ask — who  are  they  that  will  stretch  forth  a 
right  hand  to  the  captain  of  our  dead  ?  May  we  not  deem 
that  Leosthenes  will  be  greeted  with  welcome  and  with 
wonder  by  those  half-gods  who  bore  arms  against  Troy, — 
he  who  set  himself  to  deeds  germane  with  theirs,  but  in 
this  surpassed  them,  that  while  they,  aided  by  all  Hellas, 
took  one  town,  he,  supported  by  his  own  city  alone,  humbled 
the  power  that  ruled  Europe  and  Asia  ?  Tlicy  avenged  the 
wrong  offered  to  one  woman ;  he  stayed  the  insults  that 
were  being  heaped  on  all  the  cities  of  Hellas — he  and  those 
who  are  sharing  his  last  honours — men  who,  coming  after 
the  heroes,  wrought  deeds  of  heroic  worth.  Ay,  and  there, 
I  deem,  will  be  Miltiades  and  Themistocles,  and  those  others 
who  made  Hellas  free,  to  the  credit  of  their  city,  to  the 
glory  of  their  names — whom  this  man  surpassed  in  courage 
and  in  counsel,  seeing  that  they  repelled  the  power  of  the 
barbarians  when  it  had  come  against  them,  but  he  forbade 
its  approach;  they  saw  the  foemen  fighting  in  their  own 
country,  but  he  worsted  his  enemies  on  the  enemy's  soil. 
And  surely  they  who  gave  the  people  trusty  proof  of  their 
mutual  love,  Harmodius  and  Aristogeiton,  will  count  no 
friends  so  near  to  themselves,  or  so  faithful  to  you,  as 
Leosthenes  and  those  who  strove  beside  him,  nor  will  they 
so  consort  with  any  dwellers  in  the  place  of  the  dead. 
Well  may  it  be  so,  since  these  have  done  deeds  not  less 
than  theirs,  but,  if  it  may  be  said,  even  greater ;  for  they 
put  down  the  despots  of  their  own  city,  but  the^'ie  put  down 
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the  despots  of  Hellas.  0  beautiful  and  wonderful  enterprise, 
0  glorious  and  magnificent  devotion,  0  soldiership  tran- 
scendent in  dangers,  which  these  ofifered  to  the  freedom  of 
Greece ! " 

Epilogue  The  closing  sentences  are  addressed  to  the  kins- 

taphius.  folk  of  the  dead ;  but  here  there  is  no  frigid  conven- 
tionalism of  topics ;  there  is  a  genuine,  and  therefore 
reticent,  sympathy ;  above  all,  there  is  a  tenderness 
which,  though  not  Christian,  is  almost  more  than 
pagan;  and  it  should  be  remembered  that  these 
words  were  spoken,  over  almost  the  last  maxtyrs  of 
Greek  freedom,  by  one  who  himself  was  very  soon  to 
sufifer  torture  and  death  in  that  cause  : — 

^^  It  is  hard,  perhaps,  to  comfort  those  who  are  in 
such  a  sorrow ;  grief  is  not  laid  to  rest  by  speech  or 
by  observance;  rather  is  it  for  the  nature  of  the 
mourner,  and  the  nearness  of  the  lost,  to  determine 
the  boundaries  of  anguish.  Still,  we  must  take  heart, 
and  lighten  pain  as  we  may,  and  remember  not  only 
the  death  of  the  departed  but  the  good  name  also  that 
they  have  left  behind  them.  We  owe  not  tears  to 
their  fate,  but  rather  great  praises  to  their  deeds. 
If  they  came  not  to  old  age  among  Tnen,  they  have  got 
the  glory  that  never  grows  old,  and  have  been  made 
blessed  perfectly.  Those  among  them  who  died  child- 
less shall  have  as  their  inheritors  the  immortal 
eulogies  of  Greece ;  and  those  of  them  who  have  left 
children  behind  them  have  bequeathed  a  trust  of  which 
their  country's  love  will  assume  the  guardianship. 
More  than  this, — if  to  die  is  to  be  as  though  we  had 
never  been,  then  these  have  passed  away  from  sickness 
and  pain  and  from  all  the  accidents  of  the  earthly 
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life;  (yi\  if  there  is  feeling  in  the  trnder-ivorldy  and  if 
as  we  conjecture,  the  care  of  the  Divine  Power  is  over 
ity  tlien  it  may  well  be  that  they  who  rendered  aid  to 
the  ivorship  of  the  gods  in  the  hour  of  its  imminent 
desolation  are  most  precious  to  that  Power's  provi- 
dence" 

Lycurgus  and  Hypereides  are  men  with  opposite  Lycurgns 
faults,  but  of  characters  essentially  generous, — with  eides.— 
very  unequal  gifts  for  language,  but  alike  men  of 
cultivation  and  of  deep  sensibility, — who  show  the 
chief  tendencies  of  Attic  oratory,  as  already  de- 
veloped, in  new  combinations.  Lycurgus  is  a 
thorough  Isocratic  who,  by  a  natural  affinity,  re- 
verts to  the  school  of  Antiphon.  Hypereides  is  an 
Isocratic  in  the  chief  traits  of  composition  only,  who 
reverts,  much  more  decidedly,  to  the  school  of  Lysias, 
but  in  whom  the  Lysian  manner  becomes  bolder  and 
more  various. 

In  relation  to  Demosthenes  and  the  orators  con-  Acschmes 
temporary  with  him,  the  significance  of  Aeschines^  is 
closely  similar  to  that  which  Andocides  has  for  the 
age   of  Antiphon.      Andocides   is   an   amateur,  not  compared 
uninfluenced    by   what    the   artists   are   doing,  but  cides. 
with  no  complete  theory  of  his  own.     Just  such  an 
amateur  is  Aeschines  in  comparison  with  (for  instance) 
Hypereides.     On  the  other  hand,  the  positive  superi- 
ority  of  Aeschines  to   Andocides,  as    an   orator,  is 
immense.    Scarcely  more  than  Andocides  did  Aeschines  / 
possess  the  art,  re^i^,  of  speaking;  but  he  had,  in 
a  far  greater  measure  than  Andocides,  the  practice, 
fieKirtf,  which,  even  without  art,  can  do  much  to  serve 
the  need  of  the  hour — this  practice  including  both  the 
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Aeschines 
the  orator 
as  con- 
ceived by 
himself. 


'I 


habit  of  composition  and  skill  in  declamation.  Lastly, 
he  had,  in  an  extraordinary  degree,  the  third  and 
supreme  requisite— ^/oct^Z^y,  ^vo-t?.  His  natural  gift 
was  most  brilliant.  If  we  look  to  that  conception  of 
himself  as  an  orator  which  Aeschines  puts  forward 
when  he  desires  to  appear  at  the  greatest  advantage 
over  against  Demosthenes,  we  shall  find  that  it  has 
two  chief  traits.  First,  Aeschines  gives  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  is  the  man  of  spontaneous 
eloquence,  while  Demosthenes  is  the  laborious  rhetor. 
Secondly,  Aeschines  piques  himself  on  his  culture, 
meaning  by  this  partly  his  familiarity  with  the 
standard  poets,  such  as  the  old  tragedians ;  partly  a 
general  sense  of  propriety  or  refinement,  which,  for 
instance,  leads  him  to  imitate  the  decorum  (evKoafUa) 
of  the  old  orators,  like  Solon  or  Pericles,  by  speaking 
with  his  hand  within  his  robe,  instead  of  using 
vehement  action ; — and  which  helps  to  guard  him, 
again,  from  such  faults  of  taste  in  expression  as  he 
imputes  to  his  rival.^  This  second  pretension,  in  both 
its  parts,  is  originally  the  tragic  actor's ;  Aeschines  is 
usually  at  his  worst  when  he  puts  it  forward ;  and  at 
the  end  of  his  career  it  comes  in  as  his  evil  genius 
in  the  disastrous  peroration  against  Ctesiphon.  As 
for  his  other  pretension — of  representing  natural  as 
against  laboured  oratory — Aeschines  was  too  shrewd 


^  At  the  end  of  his  essay  on  the 
XcKTiK^i  dctM&rris  of  Demosthenes, 
Dionysius  examines  these  accusations 
made  bf  Aeschines ;  cc  53-58.  As 
to  the  particular  examples  cited  by 
Aeschines  {dfiweXovpyety  ri}v  T6\iy, 
and  the  rest),  Dionys.  says  he  cannot 
find  one  of  them  in  the  extant  work 
of  Demosthenes.  The  speeches/a^^/j^ 


ascribed  to  Demosth. — e.g.  iror 'A/»- 
ffToyelTOPos  /3',  Kard  Neadpas,  etc. — arc 
sometimes,  drfStis,  tpoprtKol,  dypouoi. 
The  charge  against  Demosthenes, 
however,  he  characterises  as  not  only 
calumnious  but  amazing.  Those 
who  seem  inclined  to  adopt  it  ought 
well  to  consider  this  testimony  of 
Dionysius. 
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to  have  made  this  claim  if  it  had  not  been  roughly  like 
the  truth.  We  may  be  quite  sure  that  a  great  many 
people  thought  it  true.  Pytheas,  too,  could  taunt 
Demosthenes  with  his  speeches  smelling  of  the  lamp  : 
a  taunt  of  evil  augury  for  all  Greek  art.     Aeschines  Aeschmes 

,,,*  •jj     untrained 

had  had  no  systematic  training.     One  account,  indeed,  in  Rhe- 
made  him  the  pupil  of  Isocrates  and  Plato ;  others 
hint   that    he   had    imitated    Leodamas   or  studied 
Alcidamas.^      But   the   best   answer   is    the   concise 
description  of  his  style  quoted  by  his  scholiast  from  His  style. 
Greek  critics.*     It  has  not  finish,  purity,  or  beauty  of  i^ 
rhythm :  it  is  blatant  {jc^xyivvia)  ^  inartistic,  headlong 
(TTpoTreri;?),  easily  betrayed  into  coarse  abuse  ill  becom- 
ing an  orator ;  but  it  has  a  stamp  of  power  and  of 
facility  such  as  would  come  of  nature  and  of  ^private 
study — /xeXcTiy?   a<f>avouf;,   i.e.    not    under    a    master. 
When  the  Rhodians  asked  him  to  teach  them  Rhetoric, 
he  said  that  he  did  not  know  it  himself. 

If,  however,  Aeschines  was  no  rhetorical  artist.  His  train-  t 
he  brought  to  public  speaking  the  twofold  training  actor : 
of  an  actor  and  a  scribe.  He  had  a  magnificent 
voice,  under  perfect  musical  control :  *'  he  compares 
me  to  the  sirens,"  says  Aeschines  of  his  rival.  As 
tritagonist,  he  had  often  to  play  showy  parts,  such 
as  Creon,  Cresphontes,  Thyestes ;  and  the  pose  which 
he  adopted  when  speaking,  in  contrast  with  the  then 
customary  "action,"  had  been  studied  in  the  right 
stage -parts.  In  his  rank  of  tritagonist,  he  was 
probably  a  good  actor.  A  protagonist,  when  he  had 
been  assigned   to   the   poet   by  lot,  chose   his   two 

1  Demetrijas  Phalereus — Caecilius  -  In    the    scholia    to    Aeschines,  ' 

— Saidas :  Schaf.  Dem,  i.  229.  Sauppe,  0,  A.  ii.  p.  26. 
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colleagues ;  and  so  eminent  a  protagonist  as  Theodorus 
would  not  have  associated  Aeschines  with  Aristodemus 
if  Aeschines  had  not  been  eflBcient.  Demosthenes 
represents  Aeschines  as  having  failed  on  the  boards : 
the  fact  seems  to  be  rather  that  he  was  ruined  by  au 
accident.  The  Oenomaus  of  Sophocles  was  being 
played  at  CoUytus.  Aeschines  was  Oenomaus :  in 
hurrying  after  Pelops,  he  stumbled  and  fell,  and  was 
helped  to  his  feet  by  the  leader  of  the  chorus. 
Modern  life  has  probably  no  adequate  parallel  for  such 
a  fiasco.  If  one  could  conceive  the  sum  of  all  disasters 
that  can  mar  a  solemnity,  or  an  opera,  occurring  before 
five  thousand  attentive  Parisians,  it  might  be  easier 
to  comprehend  why  Aeschines  left  the  Attic  stage. 
y   as  a  scribe.  After    having    been   clerk    to   some   minor    official, 

Aeschines  was  secretary  to  the  statesmen  Aristophon 
and  Eubulus,  and  then,  with  his  brother  Aphobetus, 
vi  for  two  years   secretary  to   the  ecclesia.      He   thus 

learned  thoroughly  the  forms  of  public  business,  and 
gained  that  knowledge  of  laws  and  recorded  decrees 
which,  next  to  natural  eloquence,  was  his  chief  weapon. 
Without  the  intensity  of  Demosthenes,  Aeschines 
has  a  certain  fluent  vehemence ;  his  diction,  when 
neither  low  nor  turgid,  has  that  splendour  ^  which  both 
Dionysius  and  Cicero  recognised ;  and  if  his  descrip- 
tions are  sometimes  tedious  or  pointless,  he  is  certainly 
strong  in  exposition  and  narrative.  The  fatal  hindrance 
to  his  greatness  in  oratory  is  the  contrast,  which  never 
fails  to  reveal  itself  in  any  ambitious  passage  of  much 
length,   between   his   brilliant  impetuosity   and    his 


Character 
of  Aes- 
chines as 
an  orator. 


&fia  Kal  8€iv6st  Dionys.  Vet.  script,  cais. 
V.  5  :  Cic.  Orator  §  110  says  tliat  the 


distinctions  of  Aeschines  are  livUas  d 
splendor  vcrhonun. 
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profound  want  of  earnest  conviction  and  of  moral 
nobleness.  It  is  not  the  occasional  coarseness  of  his 
style,  it  is  the  vulgarity  of  his  soul  that  counteracts 
his  splendid  gift  for  eloquence :  of  Aeschines  as  a 
speaker  it  might  indeed  be  said  ^^09  avOpoytrt^  iaifitov. 
Had  he  become  an  artist,  his  character  would  not 
therefore  have  risen  to  the  height  of  his  faculty ;  but 
his  faculty  would  have  been  better  restrained  to  the 
level  of  his  character ;  the  contrast  just  noticed  would 
have  been  rendered  less  conspicuous ;  and  if  he  would 
not  have  come  so  near  to  supreme  success,  at  least  he 
would  not  have  been  so  utterly  overthrown. 

Demosthenes  belongs  to  the  plan  of  the  present  Demo- 
work  only  in  so  far  as  his  style  has  a  definite  relation  hw  place  in 
to  the  historical  growth  and  development  of  Attic  veiopment 
oratorical  prose.     The  first  and  principal  question  is 
— Has  Dionysius    conceived    this   relation    rightly  ?  as  viewed 
Dionysius  sets  out  from  the  three  types  distinguished  sius. 
by  Theophrastus.     The  archaic  type,  with  its  harsh 
dignity,  is  represented  by  Antiphon  and  Thucydides ; 
the  type  of  plain  elegance,  by  Lysias ;  the  middle  or 
normal  type,  by  Thrasymachus,  Isocrates  and  Plato. 
Demosthenes,  says  Dionysius,  joins  the  excellences  of 
these  three  types.    He  uses  the  middle  style  ordinarily, 
and  applies  the  other  two  where  they  are  fitting  :  but 
in  each  one  of  the  three  types  he  excels  its  special 
masters.^     Demosthenies  thus  represents  the  final  stage 
in  the  development  of  Attic  prose.     For  Thucydides, 
/   language  is  not  as  yet  a  plastic  material ;  for  Lysias, 
it  is  more  plastic,  indeed,  but  not  perfectly  so,  and 
the  treatment  is  one-sided ;  for  Isocrates,  it  is  perfectly 

^  Dionys.  DemoUh.  1-46. 
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plastic,  but  the  treatment  is  again  one-sided.  Demo- 
sthenes comes  to  find  a  middle  prose  mature,  indeed, 
but  limited ;  he  enfranchises  it  by  working  in  older 
tendencies  native  to  Attic  prose ;  and  the  result  is 
the  most  complete  organ  of  speech  into  which  the 
elements  were  capable  of  being  wrought.  The  same 
conclusion  had  been  reached  by  others  before  Dionysius; 
but  no  one  had  so  thoroughly  worked  out  the  process. 
Dionysius   Both  the  conclusiou  and  the  method  will  bear  scrutiny, 

is  right, 

and  by  the  and  may  be  accepted  as  sound.     The  doctrine  involves 
cess.  two  leading  notions — that  of  a  normal  prose,  and  that 

of  an  eclectic  and  recombining  genius.  The  first  will 
be  illustrated  in  the  next  chapter.  The  second  appears 
to  describe  correctly  what  Demosthenes  did  in  the 
province  of  expression  considered  as  an  art.  The 
moral  characteristics  of  his  eloquence,  the  individual 
tone  of  the  soul  which  he  breathed  into  the  form  thus 
modelled,  belong  to  another  field  of  inquiry  :  though, 
since  his  art  was  essentially  one  with  his  enthusiasm, 
it  must  be  attempted  presently  to  suggest  what  the 
distinctive  stamp  of  that  enthusiasm  was. 
Aeschines  The  last  great  picture  of  political  life  at  Athens 

mosthenes  is  an  oratorical  contest  in  which,  so  far  as  eloquence 
Speeches  is  conccmed,  art,  allied  with  genius,  wins  the  day 
SwD.  against  clever  empiricism.  The  theory  of  Greek 
eloquence  had  its  final  and  its  most  splendid  illustra- 
tion in  that  trial  which  brought  forth  the  two  speeches 
On  the  Crown  :  nor  could  this  part  of  our  discussion 
conclude  more  fittingly  than  with  an  endeavour  to 
call  up  some  faint  image  of  Demosthenes  as  in  that 
great  cause  he  stood  opposed  to  Aeschines. 

In  338,  after  Chaeroneia,  Demosthenes  had  been 
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an  active  and  liberal  member  of  the  Commission  for  origin  of 

the  CAAA 

the  fortification  of  Athens ;  he  had  also  been  a  trustee  against 
and  a  supporter  of  the  theoricon.  About  March  ^^  °°* 
336/  Ctesiphon  proposed  that  Demosthenes  should  for 
these  services  receive  a  golden  wreath  of  honour  from 
the  State,  and  that  the  proclamation  of  his  merit 
should  be  made  in  the  theatre  at  the  Great  Dionysia. 
This  proposal  was  adopted  by  the  Senate,  and  deposited 
as  a  bill  {TrpofiovXevfia)  among  the  public  records.  But 
before  the  bill  could  become  an  act  [^rj^Lafia)  it  must 
be  passed  by  the  ecclesia.  Aeschines,  to  hinder  this, 
gave  notice  in  336  that  he  intended  to  proceed  against 
Ctesiphon  for  having  proposed  an  unconstitutional 
measure :  because  (1)  The  accounts  of  Demosthenes, 
as  trustee,  had  not  been  audited  when  the  proposal 
was  made,  and  no  person  liable  to  render  such 
account  could  receive  a  public  honour ;  (2)  the  pro- 
clamation should  be  made  in  the  ecclesia,  and  could 
not  lawfully  be  made  in  the  theatre ;  (3)  to  record  a 
bill  describing  Demosthenes  as  a  public  benefactor 
was  to  deposit  a  lying  document  among  the  public 
archives. 

The  first  point  was  legally  good.  The  second  was 
a  quibble.  The  third  was  the  gist  of  the  case.  Had 
that  policy  towards  Macedon  which  Demosthenes  had 
pursued  since  351  been  condemned  by  Chaeroneia? 
Or,  in  spite  of  its  failure,  had  it  been  right  and 
patriotic  ? 

Mere  notice  of  the  action  against  Ctesiphon  was 
enough  to  stop  the  passage  of  the  bill  into  an  act. 

^  The  spurious  xfrffifnfffia  in  Dem.       (beginning  of  Nov.)  337 :    on  this 
De  Cor,  §  118  gives  Pyanepsion  9      error  see  Schafer,  DeTn,  in.  77  n.  2. 
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//  For  six  years  Aeschines  found  it  easy  to  shirk  bring- 
ing the  action.  Alexander's  strength  was  gro\iing: 
in  334  he  crossed  the  Hellespont,  and  in  October 
331,  the  series  of  his  victories  culminated  at  Arbela. 
In  330,  however,  Agis  raised  war  against  Macedou 
in  tlie  Peloponnesus.  In  the  spring  of  330,  probably, 
when  there  were  still  hopes  of  the  Spartans  prevail- 
ing, the  patriotic  party  were  emboldened  to  renew 
the  bill  of  336,  now  a  dead  letter.  Aeschines  was 
driven  into  a  comer.  He  must  again  give  notice 
of  his  action,  or  the  bill  will  become  law.  And, 
having  given  notice,  he  must  this  time  follow  it  up, 
or  suffer  the  public  judgment  to  go  against  him  by 
default.  So,  in  the  summer  of  330,  the  action  was 
brought. 
Extra*  ■  No  public  causc  had  ever  drawn  so  great  a  eon- 
intereat  of  coursc,  uot  mcrclv  of  Athenians,  but  of  Greeks  from 
all  parts  of  Hellas.  Thirteen  years  before,  the 
contest  between  Demosthenes  and  Aeschines  on  the 
Embassy  had  attracted  a  crowd.  But,  since  then,  the 
reputation  of  both  men  had  greatly  risen.  And  this 
was  to  be  something  more  than  a  dazzling  display  or 
an  exchange  of  personalities.  It  was  to  be  a  public 
verdict,  after  full  hearing,  on  an  issue  which  came 
home,  for  good  or  evil,  to  every  Greek  city,  to  every 
hearth,  almost  to  every  conscience :  and  •  for  this 
verdict  all  Greece  was  in  suspense. 
The  an-  Acschiucs    was    uow  fifty -nine.      Fifteen    years 

earlier — when  he  spoke  against  Timarchus — he  says 
that  he  was  already  gray,  and  looked  more  than  his 
age.  He  was  not  tall,  but  was  exceedingly  hand- 
some, and  of  a  robust  frame, — in  contrast  with  his 


tagonists. 
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rather  younger  rival  (Demosthenes  was  now  fifty-  / 
four)  who,  as  a  youth,  had  neglected  the  ordinary 
physical  education.  With  his  splendid  voice,  his 
trained  elocution,  and  his  practice  in  the  statuesque 
manner  which  best  suited  him,  Aeschines  must  have 
had  an  advantage  over  his  opponent  in  many  acces- 
sories of  ejBFect.  Near  him  in  the  court  stood  a  group 
of  men  who  came  to  speak  for  him  or  to  support  him 
by  their  presence ; — "  oligarchs,"  as  the  other  side 
called  them, — leading  members  of  the  Macedonising 
party.  Bound  Demosthenes  were  gathered  friends 
and  advocates  of  the  opposite  politics — chiefly  generals 
or  men  distinguished  in  other  offices  of  the  State. 
The  dicasts  who  formed  the  court  were  probably  at 
least  a  thousand  in  number.  There  was,  besides,  a 
throng  of  Athenian  and  other  Greek  spectators. 

Aeschines,  as  accuser  of  Ctesiphon,  opens  the  Speech  of 
case.  He  warns  the  court  not  to  be  influenced  by 
the  strength  of  the  cabal  on  the  other  side.  He 
shows  that  a  crown  could  not  be  given  to  an  official 
whose  audit  was  pending.  He  argues  that  the 
proclamation  could  not  lawfully  be  made  in  the 
theatre.  Then  he  comes  to  the  great  point.  Demo- 
sthenes is  not  a  public  benefactor.  He  reviews  the 
conduct  of  Demosthenes  in  four  periods — from  the 
Amphipolitan  war  to  the  peace  of  Philocrates ;  from 
the  peace  to  the  renewal  of  war ;  from  that  re- 
newed war  to  Chaeroneia ;  lastly,  the  present.  It  was 
only  when  Philip  had  passed  Thermopylae,  when 
the  Phocians  were  ruined  and  Thebes  strengthened, 
and  when  the  makers  of  the  peace  began  to  be 
reproached,  that  Demosthenes  became  the  opponent 
VOL.  II  2d 
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of  Macedon.  It  was  Demosthenes  who  brought  on 
the  new  war;  who  w^as  the  cause  of  the  Amphic- 
tyonic  Council  attacking  Amphissa,  and  thereby  of 
Philip  being  called  in :  and  all  this  in  face  of  divine 
portents : — 

Aeschines  "  Did  not  the  gods  send  us  warnings  and  signs  to  be  on 

§§  130-      ^^^  guard,  ay,  were  they  not  eloquent  with  all  but  the  voices 
^^^-  of  men  ?     If  ever  I  saw  a  city  which  the  gods  were  seeking 

to  save,  and  which  certain  talkers  were  bent  on  ruining, 
it  was  ours.  Was  not  the  occurrence  at  the  Mysteries  enough 
to  enjoin  watchfulness — the  death  of  the  initiated  celebrants  ? 
Did  not  Ameiniades  warn  us  to  heed  this,  and  to  send  to 
Delphi  and  ask  the  god  what  should  be  done,  and  did  not 
Demosthenes  object,  pretending  that  the  Pythian  priestess 
'had  Macedonian  proclivities' — the  ribald,  the  insolent, 
revelling  in  the  license  that  you  allowed  him  ?  Last  of  all, 
did  he  not  send  out  the  soldiers — before  sacrifices  had  been 
consummated  or  accepted — to  a  peril  which  he  foresaw? 
Yet  the  other  day  he  hazarded  the  assertion  that  Phihp's 
reason  for  not  marching  upon  oiu*  territory  was  that  the 
sacrifices  had  not  been  favourable.  What  do  you  deserve, 
then,  Demosthenes,  you  who  have  the  blood  of  Hellas  upon 
your  head  ?  If  the  conqueror  forbore  to  enter  the  coxintry 
of  the  conquered  because  the  sacrifices  were  against  him, 
and  you,  when  you  could  not  tell  what  might  happen,  sent 
out  the  troops  before  the  sacrifices  had  given  a  good  omen, 
ought  ^ou  to  be  crowned  in  honour  of  the  city's  disasters, 
or  ought  you  long  ago  to  have  been  cast  beyond  her  borders  ? 
"And,  accordingly,  what  paradox  or  what  portent  is 
there  that  has  not  come  to  pass  in  our  time  ?  Our  days 
have  not  fallen  on  the  common  chances  of  the  mortal  life: 
we  have  been  set  to  bequeath  a  story  of  marvels  to  posterity. 
Is  not  the  king  of  Persia,  he  who  cut  through  Athos  and 
who  bridged  the  Hellespont,  he  who  demands  earth  and 


XXII  THE  MATURED  CIVIL   ELOQUENCE  403 

water  from  the  Greeks,  he  who,  in  his  letters,  presumes  to 
style  himself  lord  of  all  men  from  the  sunrise  to  the  sunset, 
is  he  not  struggling  at  this  hour — no  longer  for  authority 
over  others — but  for  his  own  life  ?  Do  you  not  see  the 
men  who  delivered  the  Delphian  temple  invested  not  only 
with  that  glory  but  with  the  leadership  against  Persia  ? 
While  Thebes — Thebes,  our  neighbour  city,  has  in  one 
day  been  swept  from  the  face  of  Greece, — justly,  it  may 
be,  in  so  far  as  her  general  policy  was  erroneous,  yet  in 
consequence  of  a  folly  which  was  no  accident,  but  the 
judgment  of  Heaven.  The  unfortunate  Lacedaemonians, 
though  they  did  but  touch  this  affair,  in  its  first  phase,  by 
their  occupation  of  the  temple, — they  who  once  claimed  the 
leadership  of  Greece, — are  now  to  be  sent  to  Alexander  in 
Asia  to  give  hostages,  to  parade  their  disasters,  and  to  heai* 
their  own  and  their  country's  doom  from  his  lips,  when  they 
have  been  judged  by  the  clemency  of  the  master  whom  they 
have  provoked.  Our  city,  the  common  asylum  of  the 
Greeks,  to  which  of  old  embassies  used  to  come  from  all 
Greece  to  obtain  deliverance  for  their  several  cities  at  our 
liands — ^is  now  battling,  no  more  for  the  leadership  of 
Greece,  but  for  the  ground  on  which  it  stands.  And  these 
things  have  befallen  us  since  Demosthenes  took  the  direction 
of  our  policy.  The  poet  Hesiod  well  interprets  such  a  case. 
There  is  a  passage,  meant  to  educate  democracies  and  to 
counsel  cities  generally,  in  which  he  warns  us  not  to  accept 
dishonest  leaders.  I  will  recite  the  lines  myself, — the 
reason,  I  think,  for  our  learning  the  maxims  of  the  poets 
in  boyhood  is  that  we  may  use  them  as  men : — 

'  Oft  hath  the  bad  man  been  the  city's  bane, 
And  scourged  his  sinless  brethren  for  his  sin  : 
Oft  hath  the  all-seeing  Father  vexed  their  town 
With  dearth  and  death,  and  brought  the  people  low, 
Slain  their  strong  host,  cast  down  their  fenckl  wall, 
Broken  their  ships  upon  the  stormy  sea.' 
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"  Strip  these  lines  of  their  poetical  garb^  look  at  them 
closely,  and  I  think  you  will  say  that  these  are  no  mere 
verses  of  Hesiod's; — ^they  are  a  prophecy  of  the  Demo- 
sthenes Administration  ;  for,  by  that  Administration's  agency, 
our  ships,  our  armies,  our  cities  have  been  swept  from  the 
world." 

He  then  contends  that  Demosthenes  is'  to  blame 
for  the  league  with  Thebes,  for  the  miseries  of  the 
present,  and  for  the  neglect  of  three  successive  op- 
portunities to  rise  against  Alexander:  Demosthenes 
is  ready  to  seek  bribes,  but  not  to  do  manly  deeds : — 

S55S  it)8-  "  '  Ob  y^s,'  it  will  be  replied  :  '  but  then  he  is  a  friend 

^'^'  of  the  Constitution.'     If,  indeed,  you  have  regard  only  to 

his  delicacy — which  stops  at  words — you  wiU  be  deceived, 
as  you  were  before ;  but  not  if  you  look  at  his  character 
and  at  the  facts.  I  will  help  you  to  estimate  the  character- 
istics which  ought  to  be  found  in  *a  friend  of  the  Con- 
stitution,' in  a  sober-minded  citizen ;  I  will  oppose  to  them 
the  character  that  may  be  looked  for  in  an  unprincipled 
revolutionist;  then  you  shall  draw  your  comparisons,  and 
consider  on  which  part  he  stands — not  in  his  language, 
remember,  but  in  his  life.  Now  all,  I  think,  will  allow 
^  that  these  attributes  should  belong  to  'a  friend  of  the 
Constitution,' — first,  he  should  be  of  free  descent  by  both 
parents^  so  that  the  disadvantage  of  birth  may  not  embitter 
him  against  those  laws  which  preserve  the  democracy: 
secondly,  he  should  be  able  to  show  that  some  benefit  has 
been  done  by  his  ancestors  to  the  people,  or,  at  the  worst, 
that  there  has  been  no  enmity  between  them  which  could 
prompt  him  to  revenge  the  misfortunes  of  his  fathers  on  the 
State.  Thirdly,  he  should  be  virtuous  and  temperate  in  his 
private  life,  so  that  no  profligate  expense  may  lead  him  into 
taking  bribes  to  the  hurt  of  the  people.  Next,  he  should 
be  sagacious  and  able  to  speak — since  our  ideal  is  that  the 
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best  course  should  be  chosen  by  the  intelligence,  and  then 
commended  to  the  hearers  by  the  trained  eloquence,  of  the 
orator — though,  if  we  cannot  have  both,  sagacity  must  needs 
take  rank  before  eloquence.  Lastly,  he  must  have  a  stout 
heart,  or  he  may  play  his  country  false  in  the  crisis  of 
danger  or  of  war.  The  friend  of  oligarchy  must  be  the 
opposite  of  all  this.  I  need  not  repeat  the  points.  Now 
consider — How  does  Demosthenes  answer  to  these  conditions? 
The  scrutiny  shall  be  strictly  just." 

In  the  passage  which  follows,  the  speaker's  hatred 
breaks  out  with  an  intensity  which  betrays  conscious 
weakness.  By  half  his  parentage,  Demosthenes  is 
**a  Scythian,  Greek  in  nothing  but  language,  and 
hence  showing,  in  his  very  wickedness,  the  character 
of  the  alien  "  : — 

"  But  in  his  private  life,  what  is  he  ?  The  trierarch  §§  I7a- 
sank,  to  rise  a  pettifogger,  a  spendthrift  ruined  by  his  own 
follies.  Then,  having  got  a  bad  name  in  this  trade  too  by 
showing  his  speeches  to  the  other  side,  he  bounded  on  the 
stage  of  public  life,  where  his  profits  out  of  the  city  were  as 
enormous  as  his  savings  were  smalL  Now,  however,  the 
flood  of  royal  gold  has  floated  his  extravagance.  But  not 
even  this  will  suffice.  No  wealth  could  ever  hold  out  long 
against  vice.  In  a  word,  he  draws  his  livelihood  not  from 
his  own  resources  but  from  your  dangers.  What,  however, 
are  his  qualifications  in  respect  to  sagacity  and  to  power  of 
speech  ?  A  clever  speaker — an  evil  liver.  And  what  is 
the  result  to  Athens  ?  The  speeches  are  fair — the  deeds 
are  vile.  Then,  as  to  courage,  I  have  a  word  to  say.  If 
he  denied  his  cowardice,  or  if  you  were  not  aware  of  it,  the 
topic  might  have  called  for  discussion ;  but  since  he  himself 
admits  it  in  the  assemblies,  and  you  know  it,  it  remains 
only  to  remind  you  of  the  laws  on  the  subject.  Solon,  our 
ancient  lawgiver,  thought  that  the  coward  should  be  liable 
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to  the  same  penalties  as  the  man  who  refuses  to  serve,  or 
who  has  quitted  his  post.  Cowardice,  like  other  oflFences,  is 
indictable.  Some  of  you  will  perhaps  ask  in  amazement — 
Is  a  man  to  be  indicted  for  his  temperament  ?  He  is. 
And  why  ?  In  order  that  every  one  of  us,  fearing  the 
penalties  of  the  law  more  than  the  enemy,  may  be  the 
better  champion  of  his  country.  Accordingly,  the  lawgiver 
excludes  alike  the  man  who  declines  service,  the  coward,  and 
the  deserter  of  his  post,  from  the  lustral  limits  of  the 
market-place,  and  suffers  no  such  person  to  receive  a  wreath 
of  honour  or  to  enter  places  of  public  worship.  But  you, 
Ctesiphon,  exhort  us  to  set  a  crown  on  the  head  to  which 
the  laws  refuse  it :  you,  by  your  private  edict,  call  a  for- 
bidden guest  into  the  forefront  of  our  solemn  festival,  and 
invite  into  the  temple  of  Dionysus  that  dastard  by  whom  all 
temples  have  been  betrayed  ! " 

The  peroration  is  notable  in  the  history  of  ora- 
tory : — 

256-  "  Eemember,  then,  that  the  city  whose  fate  rests  with 

you  is  no  alien  city,  but  your  own.  Give  the  prizes  of 
ambition  by  merit,  not  by  chance ;  reserve  your  rewai-ds  for 
those  whose  manhood  is  timer  and  whose  characters  are 
worthier ;  look  at  each  other  and  judge,  not  only  with  your 
ears  but  with  your  eyes,  who  of  your  number  are  likely  to 
support  Demosthenes.  His  youthful  companions  in  the 
chase  or  the  gymnasium  ?  No,  by  the  Olympian  Zeus ! 
He  has  not  spent  his  life  in  hunting  or  in  any  healthful 
exercise,  but  in  cultivating  rhetoric  to  be  used  against  men 
of  property.  Think  of  his  boastfulness,  when  he  claims,  by 
his  embassy,  to  have  snatched  Byzantium  out  of  the  hands 
of  Philip,  to  have  thrown  the  Acarnanians  into  revolt,  to 
have  astonished  the  Thebans  with  his  harangue !  He  thinks 
that  you  have  reached  a  point  of  fatuity  at  which  you  can 
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be  made  to  believe  even  this — as  if  your  fellow-citizen  were 
the  Goddess  of  Persuasion,  instead  of  a  pettifogging  mortal. 
And  when,  at  the  end  of  his  speech,  he  calls  as  his  advocates 
those  who  shared  his  bribes,  imagine  that  you  see  on  this 
platform,  where  I  now  speak  before  you,  an  array  drawn  up 
to  confront  their  profligacy — the  benefactors  of  Athens ; 
Solon,  who  ordered  the  democracy  by  his  glorious  laws,  the 
philosopher,  the  good  legislator,  entreating  you,  with  that 
gravity  which  so  well  became  him,  never  to  set  the  rhetoric 
of  Demosthenes  above  your  oaths  and  above  the  law ; 
Aristeides, — who  assessed  the  tribute  of  the  Confederacy, 
and  whose  daughters,  after  his  death,  were  dowered  by  the 
State, — indignant  at  the  contumely  threatened  to  Justice, 
and  asking,  Arc  ymo  not  ashamed  f  When  Arthmios  of 
Zdeia  bro^tght  Persian  gold  to  Oreece,  and  visited  Athens,  our 
fathers  well-nigh  jfnU  him  to  death,  though  he  was  our  jncblic 
guest,  and  proclaimed  him  expelled  from  Athens  and  from  all 
territory  tliat  the  Athenians  rule  ;  while  Demosthenes,  who  has 
not  brought  us  Persian  gold,  but  has  taken  bribes  for  himself, 
and  has  kept  them  to  this  day,  is  about  to  receive  a  golden 
wreaihfrom  you  !  And  Themistocles,  and  they  who  died  at 
Marathon  and  Plataea,  ay,  and  the  very  graves  of  our  fore- 
fathers— do  you  not  think  that  they  will  utter  a  voice  of 
lamentation,  if  he  who  covenants  with  barbarians  to  work 
against  Greece  shall  be — crowned  ? " 

This  was  the  true  climax.  But  Aeschines  felt 
the  pressure  of  the  Attic  rule.  He  must  not  end 
thus.  The  storm  must  be  laid  in  a  final  harmony. 
And  so  he  passed  on  to  the  most  tremendous  failure 
that  ever  followed  so  close  upon  a  triumph  : — 

"  0  Earth  and  Sunlight !  0  ye  influences  of  Goodness, 
of  Intelligence,  of  that  Culture  by  which  we  learn  to  distin- 
guish things  beautiful  or  shameful — /  have  done  my  duty,  I 
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have  finished.  If  the  part  of  the  accuser  has  been  performed 
well  and  adequately  to  the  offence,  then  I  have  spoken  as  1 
wished, — if  defectively,  yet  I  have  spoken  as  I  could.  Judge 
for  yourselves  from  what  has  been  spoken  or  from  what  has 
been  left  unsaid,  and  give  your  sentence  in  accordance  with 
justice  and  with  the  interests  of  Athens." 

Apart  from  all  faults  of  form,  the  hearers  must 
have  felt  that  this  speech  had  one  signal  fault  of 
matter.  Aeschines  had  not  dared  to  show  his  colours. 
He  had  not  dared  to  say — "I  maintain  that  it  was 
expedient  to  be  friendly  with  Macedon,  and  there- 
fore I  deny  that  Demosthenes  was  a  patriot."  He 
had  tried  to  save  appearances.  He  had  dealt  in 
abuse  and  in  charges  of  corruption.  But  he  had  left 
the  essence  of  the  Demosthenic  policy  absolutely 
untouched. 

Ctesiphon,  as  ostensible  defendant,  introduced 
the  defence.  Demosthenes  then  spoke.  He  stands, 
he  says,  in  a  greater  danger  than  Aeschines — his 
whole  political  existence  is  at  stake.  After  noticing 
irrelevant  charges  made  by  his  adversary,  he  draws 
a  picture  of  Greece  at  the  end  of  the  Phocian  war. 
The  results  of  the  Peace  of  Philocrates  vrere  due 
to  Athens  being  misled  by  the  Macedonian  party. 
Having  given  the  judges  a  firm  basis  for  an  estimate 
of  his  policy,  he  turns  to  the  two  legal  points.  Then 
he  comes  to  the  great  point.  Has  he  deserved  weU 
of  Greece  ?  He  describes  the  Hellenic  policy  which 
he,  on  the  part  of  Athens,  had  represented;  he 
recalls  the  course  of  events  down  to  the  moment 
before  Philip  seized  Elateia ;  and  he  proceeds  : — 

"  Having  by  these  means  brought  the  cities  into  such 
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dispositions  towards  each  other,  Philip,  encouraged  by  these  Demorth. 

Da  Cor 

decrees  and  these  replies,  came  in  his  strength,  and  seized  §§  i^g- 
Elateia — sure  that,  happen  what  would,  we  and  the  Thebans  ^^^* 
could  never  more  conspire.     Enough — you  all  know  what 
a  storm  then  awoke  in  the  city.     Yet  listen  to  me  for  a 
moment,  suffer  me  to  give  you  the  barest  outline. 

"  It  was  evening  when  a  courier  came  to  the  presidents 
of  the  assembly  with  the  news  that  Elateia  had  been  seized. 
The  presidents  instantly  rose  from  table — they  were  supping 
at  the  moment :  some  of  them  hastened  to  clear  the  market- 
place of  the  shopmen,  and  to  burn  the  wickerwork  of  the 
booths :  others,  to  send  for  the  Generals  and  order  the 
sounding  of  the  call  to  the  Assembly.  The  city  was  in  a 
tumult.  At  dawn  next  day  the  presidents  convoked  the 
Senate,  you  hurried  to  the  Ecclesia,  and  before  the  Senate 
could  go  through  its  forms  or  could  report,  the  whole  people 
were  in  assembly  on  the  hilL  Then,  when  the  Senate  had 
come  in,  when  the  presidents  had  reported  the  news  that 
they  had  received,  and  had  introduced  the  messenger,  who 
told  his  tale,  the  herald  repeatedly  asked.  Who  wishes  to 
speak  f  But  no  one  came  forward.  Again  and  again  he 
put  the  question — in  vain.  No  one  would  rise,  though  all 
the  generals,  though  all  the  public  speakers  were  present, 
though  our  Country  was  crying  aloud,  with  the  voice  that 
comes  home  to  all,  for  a  champion  of  the  conmionwealth — 
if  in  the  solemn  invitation  given  by  the  herald  we  may  truly 
deem  that  we  hear  our  Country's  summons.  Yet,  if  they 
should  have  come  forward  who  wished  Athens  safe,  every 
man  in  this  court,  ay,  every  man  in  Athens,  would  have 
risen  and  moved  towards  the  platform.  Every  man  of 
you,  I  know  well,  wished  the  city  to.be  saved.  Or,  if  it  was 
a  time  for  the  capitalists,  there  were  our  three  hundred 
richest  men ;  or  if  for  the  representatives  of  patriotism  and 
wealth  combined,  there  were  the  men  who,  a  little  later, 
proved  at  once  their  loyalty  and  their  opulence  by  giving 
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such  large  benevolences.  But  no — it  seems  that  that  crisis, 
that  hour,  demanded  not  merely  a  patriot,  not  merely  a 
capitalist,  but  a  man  who  had  followed  the  train  of  events 
from  the  beginning,  who  had  accurately  reasoned  out  why 
and  wherefore  Philip  was  acting  thus.  A  man  who  did  not 
know  this,  who  had  not  made  it  the  subject  of  long  and 
thorough  research,  might  be  ever  so  loyal,  might  be  ever  so 
rich,  but  he  was  not  the  man  to  see  what  should  be  done  or 
to  direct  your  course.  Such  a  man  was  found  that  day  in 
me,  I  came  forward  and  spoke  words  to  which,  for  two 
reasons,  I  now  claim  your  attention :  first,  that  you  may  see 
how  I  was  the  only  one  of  the  speakers  or  the  statesmen 
who,  in  danger,  did  not  desert  the  patriot's  post,  but  brought 
myself  to  the  proof  by  proposing  and  framing  measui-es  for 
your  welfare  in  the  very  hour  of  panic ;  secondly,  because 
this  bestowal  of  a  few  moments  will  place  you  in  a  much 
better  position  for  estimating  the  future  of  your  entire 
policy. 

"  What  r  I  said  was  this  : — '  They  who  are  so  much 
tdarmed  by  the  belief  that  Philip  has  already  got  the  Thebans 
do  not,  I  tliink,  comprehend  the  situation ;  I  feel  convinced 
that,  if  this  was  the  case,  we  should  have  been  hearing  of 
him,  not  at  Elateia,  but  on  our  frontiers.  That  he  has  come, 
however,  to  make  things  ready  at  Thebes,  I  am  certain. 
Look  (I  said)  how  it  stands.  Every  Theban  that  could  be 
bribed  or  blinded  has  been  made  a  tool  by  Philip :  those 
who  withstood  him  from  the  first,  and  who  oppose  him  now, 
he  can  never  win.  What  does  he  mean  ?  Why  has  he 
seized  Elateia?  He  means,  by  displaying  his  power  and 
planting  his  camp  close  at  hand,  to  cheer  and  embolden  his 
own  friends,  and  to  strike  terror  into  his  opponents,  so  that 
they  may  either  concede  from  fear  what  they  now  refuse,  or 
may  be  compelled  to  the  concession.  Now,  if  we  choose 
(I  said)  to  make  this  a  time  for  remembering  any  un- 
pleasantness that  the  Thebans  may  have  brought  into  their 
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relations  with  us,  and  to  distrust  them  as  if  they  were  to  be 
classed  with  enemies,  then,  in  the  first  place,  we  shall  be 
doing  what  Philip  would  pray  for ;  in  the  next,  I  am  afraid 
that  those  who  are  now  his  adversaries  may  open  their  aims 
to  him,  and  so,  with  one  accord,  they  will  all  become  Philip's 
men,  and  he  and  they  will  march  on  Attica  together.  If, 
however,  you  will  listen  to  me,  and  will  give  yourselves  to 
thinking,  instead  of  wrangling,  over  my  suggestions,  I  believe 
that  I  shall  be  pronounced  to  be  in  the  right,  and  shall  avert 
the  danger  impending  over  Athens.  What,  then,  do  I 
advise  ?  First,  that  we  should  remit  our  present  fear : 
next,  that  we  should  transfer  it  to  another  object,  and 
tremble,  as  one  man,  for  the  Thebans — they  are  much 
nearer  to  the  danger  than  we,  and  must  bear  its  first 
brunt : — then,  that  you  should  march  out  to  Eleusis,  all  of 
you  that  are  of  the  age  for  service,  as  well  as  the  Knights, 
and  show  the  world  that  you,  too,  are  in  arms,  so  that  your 
friends  at  Thebes  may  be  at  no  disadvantage  for  making 
their  protest  on  behalf  of  justice,  but  may  know  that,  even 
as  the  men  who  are  selling  their  country  to  Philip  have  a 
power  hard  by  at  Elateia  to  help  them,  so  they  who  are 
ready  to  do  battle  for  freedom  are  secure  of  prompt  aid  from 
you,  if  they  are  attacked.  Next,  I  would  have  you  elect  ten 
ambassadors  and  empower  them,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Generals,  to  fix  the  time  and  the  strength  of  the  expedition. 
The  ambassadors  once  at  Thebes,  what  line  are  they  to  take  ? 
Mark  my  words  here.  They  must  not  ask  the  Thebans  for 
anything — it  would  be  discreditable  at  such  a  time — but 
must  promise  to  afiford  aid  if  it  should  be  required,  since 
the  Thebans  are  in  extremities,  and  our  view  of  what  may 
come  is  less  disturbed  than  theirs.  Then,  if  the  Thebans 
accept  these  offers  and  listen  to  us,  we  shall  have  compassed 
our  own  desires,  and  at  the  same  time  shall  come  before 
the  world  in  an  attitude  worthy  of  Athens ;  or  if,  by  any 
chance,  the  diplomacy  should  miscarry,  they  will  have  them- 
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selves  to  blame  for  any  en-or  they  may  commit  now,  and  we 
shall  stand  guiltless  of  everything  dishonourable  or  craven.' 
"  Thus,  or  to  this  efifect,  I  spoke,  and  left  the  platform. 
Every  one  approved — there  was  not  a  dissentient ;  and  what 
then  ?  I  did  not  make  a  speech  and  leave  others  to  move 
a  resolution.  I  did  not  move  a  resolution,  and  leave  others 
to  go  on  an  embassy.  I  did  not  go  on  an  embassy,  and  leave 
others  to  persuade  the  Thebans.  No.  I  went  through  with 
the  business  from  the  beginning  to  the  end ;  I  gave  myself 
to  you  without  reservation  in  face  of  the  perils  that  encom- 
passed the  city. — [Read  me  the  decree  that  was  made  that 
day.]  #####* 

These  were  the  first  steps  towards  the  adjustment  of  our 
relations  to  Thebes,  at  a  time  when  enmity,  hatred  and  dis- 
trust had  been  sown  between  our  cities  by  yonder  men. 

"  The  people  gave  their  voice,  and  the  danger  that  hung 
upon  our  borders  went  by  like  a  cloud.  Then  was  the  time 
for  the  upright  citizen  to  show  the  world  if  he  could  suggest 
anything  better: — now^  his  cavils  come  too  late.  The 
statesman  and  the  adventurer  are  alike  in  nothing,  but 
there  is  nothing  in  which  they  differ  more  than  in  this. 
The  statesman  declares  his  mind  before  the  event,  and 
submits  himself  to  be  tested  by  those  who  have  believed 
him,  by  fortune,  by  his  own  use  of  opportunities,  by  every 
one  and  every  thing.  The  adventurer  is  silent  when  he 
ought  to  have  spoken,  and  then,  if  there  is  a  disagreeable 
result,  he  fixes  an  eye  of  malice  upon  thai.  As  I  have  said, 
thefn  was  the  opportunity  of  the  man  who  cared  for  Athens 
and  for  the  assertion  of  justice.  But  I  am  pi'epared  to  go 
further : — If  any  one  can  now  show  a  better  course,  or,  in  a 
word,  can  point  out  any  precaution  which  was  possible  and 
which  I  did  not  adopt,  I  plead  guilty.  If  any  one  has  had 
a  new  light  as  to  something  which  it  would  have  been 
expedient  to  do  then,  I  admit  that  it  ought  not  then  to 
have  escaped  me.     But  if  there  neither  is  nor  was  any  such 
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thing ;  if  no  one  to  this  very  hour  is  in  a  position  to  name 
it ;  then  what  was  your  adviser  to  do  ?  Was  he  not  to 
choose  the  best  of  the  visible  and  feasible  alternatives  ?  And 
this  is  what  I  did,  Aeschines,  when  the  herald  asked,  Who 
vnshes  to  speak  ?  His  question  was  not,  Who  wishes  to  rake 
up  old  accusations  i  or,  Who  wishes  to  give  pledges  of  the 
future  ?  In  those  days,  you  sat  dumb  in  the  as8emblie& 
I  came  forward  and  spoke.  Come  now — it  is  better  late 
than  never :  point  out  what  argument  should  have  been 
discovered — what  opportunity  that  might  have  served  has 
not  been  used  by  me  in  the  interests  of  Athens — what 
alliance,  what  policy,  was  available  which  I  might  better 
have  commended  to  our  citizens  ? " 

Having  shown  that  the  course  taken  by  his  party 
was  the  most  advantageous  open  to  loyal  Athenians, 
the  speaker  goes  on  to  take  yet  higher  ground.  This 
course  failed.  But  it  is  not  therefore  to  be  regretted. 
By  it  alone  could  honour  have  been  saved  : — 

"  As,  however,  he  bears  so  hardly  upon  the  results,  I  §§  199- 
am  ready  to  make  a  statement  which  may  sound  startling. 
I  ask  every  man,  as  he  fears  Zeus  and  the  gods,  not  to  be 
shocked  at  my  paradox  until  he  has  calmly  considered  my 
meaning.  I  say  that,  if  the  event  had  been  manifest  to  the 
whole  world  beforehand,  if  all  men  had  been  fully  aware 
of  it,  if  you,  Aeschines,  who  never  opened  your  lips,  had 
been  ever  so  loud  or  so  shrill  in  prophecy  or  in  protest, 
not  even  then  ought  Athens  to  have  forsaken  this  course, 
if  Athens  had  any  regard  for  her  glory,  or  for  her  pcwt,  or 
for  the  ages  to  come.  Now,  of  course,  she  seems  to  have 
failed ;  but  failure  is  for  all  men  when  Heaven,  so  decrees. 
In  the  other  case,  she,  who  claims  the  first  place  in  Greece, 
would  have  renounced  it,  and  would  have  incurred  the 
reproach  of  having  betrayed  all  Greece  to  Philip.  If  she 
had  indeed  betrayed  without  a  blow  those  things  for  which 
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our  ancestors  endured  every  imaginable  danger,  who  would 
not  have  spumed,  Aeschines,  at  youi  Not  at  Athens — 
the  gods  forbid ! — nor  at  me.  In  the  name  of  Zeus,  how 
could  we  have  looked  visitors  in  the  face  if,  things  having 
come  to  their  present  pass — Philip  having  been  elected 
leader  and  lord  of  all — the  struggle  against  it  had  been 
sustained  by  others  without  our  help,  and  this,  though 
never  once  in  her  past  history  our  city  had  preferred  in- 
glorious safety  to  the  perilous  vindication  of  honour? 
What  Greek,  what  barbarian,  does  not  know  that  the 
Thebans,  and  their  predecessors  in  power,  the  Lacedae- 
monians, and  the  Persian  King,  would  have  been  glad  and 
thankful  to  let  Athens  take  anything  that  she  liked, 
besides  keeping  what  she  had  got,  if  she  would  only  have 
done  what  she  was  told,  and  allowed  some  other  Power  to 
lead  Greece  ?  Such  a  bargain,  however,  was  for  the 
Athenians  of  those  days  neither  traditional  nor  congenial 
nor  supportable.  In  the  whole  course  of  her  annals,  no 
one  could  ever  persuade  Athens  to  side  with  dishonest 
strength,  to  accept  a  secure  slavery,  or  to  desist,  at  any 
moment  in  her  career,  from  doing  battle  and  braving  danger 
for  pre-eminence,  for  honour  and  for  renown. 

"You,  Athenians,  find  these  principles  so  worthy  of 
veneration,  so  accordant  with  your  own  character,  that  you 
praise  none  of  your  ancestors  so  highly  as  those  who  put 
them  into  action.  You  are  right.  Who  must  not  admire 
the  spirit  of  men  who  were  content  to  quit  their  country, 
and  to  exchange  their  city  for  their  triremes,  in  the  cause 
of  resistance  to  dictation ;  who  put  Themistocles,  the  author 
of  this  course,  at  their  head,  while  as  for  Cyi-silus,  the  man 
who  gave  his  voice  for  accepting  the  enemy's  terms,  they 
stoned  him'  to  death,  yes,  and  his  wife  was  stoned  by  the 
women  of  Athens  ?  The  Athenians  of  those  days  were  not 
in  search  of  an  orator  or  a  general  who  should  help  them 
to  an  agreeable  servitude.     No.     They  would  not  hear  of 
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life  itself  if  they  were  not  to  live  free.  Each  one  of  them 
held  that  he  had  been  born  the  son,  not  only  of  his  father 
and  his  mother,  but  of  his  country  also.  And  wherein  is 
the  difference  ?  It  is  here.  He  that  recognises  no  debt  of 
piety  save  to  his  parents  awaits  his  death  in  the  course  of 
destiny  and  of  nature.  But  he  that  deems  himself  the  son 
of  his  country  also  will  be  ready  to  die  sooner  than  see  her 
enslaved.  In  his  estimate,  those  insults,  those  dishonours 
which  must  be  sufifered  in  his  city  when  she  has  lost  her 
freedom  will  be  accounted  more  terrible  than  death. 

"  If  I  presumed  to  say  that  it  was  /  who  thus  inspired 
you  with  a  spirit  worthy  of  your  ancestors,  there  is  not  a 
man  present  who  might  not  properly  rebuke  me.  What  I 
do  maintain  is  that  these  principles  of  conduct  were  your 
own ;  that  this  spirit  existed  in  the  city  before  my  inter- 
vention, but  that,  in  the  successive  chapters  of  events,  I 
had  my  share  of  merit  as  your  servant  Aeschines,  on  the 
contrary,  denounces  our  policy  as  a  whole,  invokes  your 
resentment  against  me  as  the  author  of  the  city's  terrors 
and  dangers,  and,  in  his  anxiety  to  wrest  from  me  the  dis- 
tinction of  the  hour,  robs  you  of  glories  which  will  be 
celebrated  as  long  as  time  endures.  For,  if  you  condemn 
Ctesiphon  on  the  ground  that  my  public  course  was  mis- 
directed, then  you  will  be  adjudged  guilty  of  error :  you  will 
no  longer  appear  as  sufferers  by  the  perversity  of  fortune. 

"  But  never,  Athenians,  never  can  it  be  said  that  you 
erred  when  you  took  upon  you  that  peril  for  the  freedom 
and  the  safety  of  all !  No,  by  our  fathers  who  met  the 
danger  at  Marathon,  no,  by  our  fathers  who  stood  in  the 
ranks  at  Plataea,  no,  by  our  fathers  who  did  battle  on  the 
waters  of  Salamis  and  Artemisium,  no,  by  all  the  brave 
who  sleep  in  tombs  at  which  their  country  paid  those  last 
honours  which  she  had  awarded,  Aeschines,  to  all  of  them 
alike,  not  alone  to  the  successful  or  the  victorious !  And 
her  award  was  just.     The  part  of  brave  men  had  been  done 


/ 


41 6  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS  chap. 

by  all.     The  fortune  experienced  by  the  individual  among 
them  had  been  allotted  by  a  Power  above  man." 

Tone  of  The  nobilitv  of  this  ffreat  speech  declares  itself 

the  Speech.  .  "^  &  r 

not  least  in  this,  that  the  inevitable  recital  of  per- 
sonal services  never  once  sinks  into  self-glorification. 
It  is  held  above  that  by  the  speaker's  proud  con- 
sciousness that  he  has  wrought,  not  for  himself,  but 
for  Athens  and  Greece,  not  for  ambition,  but  for 
sacred  things,  for  duty  and  for  honour,  and  that  he 
can  show  this  by  proofs  the  most  triumphant.  When, 
at  the  end,  he  oflfers  himself  for  comparison  with  any 
other  counsellor,  his  right  to  do  so  has  been  so  lumi- 
nously established  that  this  is  felt  to  be  no  vaunt  by 
which  his  dignity  is  lowered.  On  the  contrary,  it  is 
a  self- vindication  demanded  by  respect  alike  for 
himself  and  for  those  by  whom  his  counsels  had  been 
adopted.  In  relation  to  the  Attic  theory  of  eloquence, 
it  is  most  instructive  to  compare  the  perorations  of 
The  two     Aeschines  and  Demosthenes.     Aeschines,  not  being  a 

perorations  .  _      .  «     ,  xr        i 

compared,  truc  artist,  stauds  m  awe  oi  the  art.     He  does  not 
venture  to  be  original  and  to  stop  at  his  real  climax. 
He  must  needs  conform  with  the  artistic  usasre  of  a 
C  ^  final  harmony ;  and  he  mars  all.     Demosthenes^  the 

master,  can  make  his  art  obey  him.  With  true 
instinct,  he  feels  this  to  be  the  rare  case  which  the 
rule  does  not  fit.  The  emotions  of  the  hearers  have 
been  stirred  beyond  the  point  of  obedience  to  the 
pulses  of  an  ordered  music.  His  intense  appeal  to 
the  memories  of  his  countrymen  ends  in  a  storm  of 
imprecation  and  of  prayer : — 

§§822-  "Here  is  the  proof.     Not  when  my  extradition  was 

324. 
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demanded,  not  when  they  sought  to  arraign  me  before  the 
Amphictyonic  Council,  not  for  all  their  menaces  or  their 
ofifers,  not  when  they  set  these  villains  like  wild  beasts 
upon  me,  have  I  ever  been  untrue  to  the  loyalty  I  bear 
you.  From  the  outset,  I  chose  the  path  of  a  straight- 
forward and  righteous  statesmanship,  to  cherish  the  digni- 
ties, the  prerogatives,  the  glories  of  my  country :  to  exalt 
them :  to  stand  by  their  cause.  I  do  not  go  about  the 
market-place  radiant  with  joy  at  my  country's  disasters, 
holding  out  my  hand  and  telling  my  good  news  to  any  one 
who,  I  think,  is  likely  to  report  it  in  Macedon ;  I  do  not 
hear  of  my  country's  successes  with  a  shudder  and  a  groan 
and  a  head  bent  to  earth,  like  the  bad  men  who  pull  Athens 
to  pieces,  as  if,  in  so  doing,  they  were  not  tearing  their  own 
reputations  to  shreds,  who  turn  their  faces  to  foreign  lands, 
and,  wTien  an  alien  has  triumphed  by  the  ruin  of  the 
Greeks,  give  their  praises  to  that  exploit,  and  vow  that 
vigilance  must  be  used  to  render  that  triumph  eternal. 

"Never,  Powers  of  Heaven,  may  any  brow  of  the 
Immortals  be  bent  in  approval  of  that  praver  !  Rather, 
IF  it  may  be,  breathe  even  into  these  men  a  better  mind 

AND  HEART  ;  BUT  IF  80  IT  IS  THAT  TO  THESE  CAN  COME  NO 
HEALING,  THEN  GRANT  THAT  THESE,  AND  THESE  ALONE,  MAY 
PERISH  UTTERLY  AND  EARLY  ON  LAND  AND  ON  THE  DEEP  :  AND 
TO  US,  THE  REMNANT,  SEND  THE  SWIFTEST  DELIVERANCE  FROM 
THE  TERRORS  GATHERED  ABOVE  OUR  HEADS,  SEND  US  THE 
SALVATION  THAT  STANDS  FAST  PERPETUALLY." 

Two  thousand  years  have  challenffed  a  tradition 
wUch  liv«.  and  »il  alway,  Uve,  whLver  there  ie 
left  a  sense  for  the  grandest  music  which  an  exquisite 
language  could  yield  to  a  sublime  enthusiasm — that, 
when  Demosthenes  ceased,  those  who  had  come  from 
all  parts  of  Greece  to  hear,  that  day,  the  epitaph  of 
the  freedom  which  they  had  lost,  and  a  defence  of 

VOL.  II  2  E 
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the   honour  which   they   could   still   leave   to    their 

children,  had  listened  to  the  masterpiece  of  the  old 

world's  oratory,  perhaps  to  the  supreme  achievement 

of  human   eloquence.      But   this  wonderful    speech, 

though  the  greatest,  is  not  the  most  characteristic 

work  of  its  author.     The  speech  On  the  Crown  is  a 

The  en-      Tctrospcct :  Dcmosthcncs  was  a  prophet.     His  genius 

Demo-       as  an  orator  takes  its  peculiar  stamp  irom  the  con- 

—its         currence  of  two  conditions  which  have  seldom  been 

united  with  an  equal  completeness,  which    are   not 

likely,  perhaps,  to  be  completely  united   again,  but 

which,  whenever  they  have  so  met,  have  made  an 

epoch  of  poetry  or  of  oratory.     The  first  is  that  a 

free  and  highly  civilised  ra^^e  should  be  threatened 

With  thft  nvArf.hrn^  nf  i1-q    o\\r\\    1iViPri-i/>fl  ;    the    SeCOud, 

that  this  political  flisfli^tpr  ahould  have,  at  the  same 
time,  the  aspect  of  a  religious  defilement.  When  the 
national  peril  is  also  a  menaced  pollution,  when  the 
cause  of  altars  and  of  hearths  is  not  only  formally  or 
nominally,  but  in  the  inmost  feelings  of  the  people, 
one,  then  the  two  mightiest  inspirations  of  humanity 
co-operate,  and  they  who  arise  to  warn,  to  counsel  or 
to  reprove  seem  both  to  others  and  to  themselves 
most  like  the  interpreters  of  Heaven.  The  Greeks 
were,  in  their  own  view,  something  even  more  than 
a  chosen  people ;  they  were,  as  they  conceived,  a  race 
primarily  and  lineally  distinct  from  all  the  races 
of  men,  the  very  children  of  the  gods,  whose  holy 
separation  was  attested  by  that  deep  instinct  of  their 
nature  which  taught  them  to  loathe  the  alien.  No 
one  can  ever  understand  Demosthenes  who  does  not 
continually  keep  in  mind  how  Demosthenes  regarded 
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Philip — not  as  the  descendant  of  Heracles,  not  as  a 
prince  of  the  Argive  house  who,  in  a  royal  exile  like 
that  of  Teucrus,  happened  to  reign  over  foreign 
highlanders,  but  as  the  personal  embodiment  of  bar- 
barian violence,  as  the  type  and  the  head  of  those 
aliens  whose  foul  swarms  threatened  to  break  the 
pure  circle  of  Hellas  and  to  obliterate,  or  contaminate, 
everything  which  Greeks  regarded  as  a  sacred  dis- 
tinction of  their  life.  If,  as  has  been  complained,  his 
eloquence,  instead  of  flowing,  rushes,  if  his  intensity 
is  found  monotonous,  if  he  is  perceived  to  be  deficient 
in  ease  and  clearness,  let  it  be  remembered  that, 
Greek  and  artist  as  he  is,  things  stronger  than  blood 
give  him  his  affinity  with  Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel. 
Once  only,  perhaps,  in  the  history  of  the  world  has 
a  man  of  Indo  -  Germanic  race,  with  something  like 
the  same  gifts,  stood  in  something  like  the  mental 
attitude  of  Demosthenes,  and  this  in  the  city  which 
of  all  cities  has  most  resembled  his  own.  Florence, 
with  its  active  and  conscious  citizenship,  its  intelli- 
gence and  curiosity,  its  fickleness,  its  patriotism  for 
Italy,  was  the  Athens,  as  steady  and  somewhat  rigid 
Venice  was  the  Sparta,  of  the  Italian  republics ;  and 
the  Athens  of  Eubulus  had  more  ignoble  analogies 
with  the  Florence  of  Lorenzo.^  When  invasion  was 
threatening  from  the  North,  when  political  freedom 
was  in  danger,  and  when  it  seemed  that  the  Church 
also  must  be  scourged  before  it  could  be  regenerated, 
a  prophet  arose  whose  one  hope  was  of  a  resurrection 
for  the  spirit   of  his  people   and  whose  passionate 

^  See  the  Jienaissance  in  Italyt  Age  of  iht  Despots,  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Symonds, 
pp.  169  f. 
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denunciations  sought  to  burst,  while  there  was  time, 
the  fatal  bonds  of  a  cynical  lethargy.  "  0  Italy  !  0 
Rome  I  I  give  you  over  to  the  hands  of  a  people 
who  will  wipe  you  out  from  among  the  nations! 
I  see  them  descending  like  lions.  Pestilence  comes 
marching  hand  in  hand  with  war.  The  deaths  will 
be  so  many  that  the  buriers  shall  go  through  the 
streets  crying  out :  Who  hath  dead,  who  hath  dead  ? 
And  one  wiU  bring  his  father  and  another  his  son. 
0  Rome !  I  cry  again  to  you  to  repent !  Repent, 
Venice !  Milan,  repent ! "  ^  The  soul  of  Demosthenes 
was  among  men  when,  in  the  Dome  of  Florence,  above 
the  sobs  and  wailings  of  a  great  multitude,  the 
anguish  of  Savonarola  went  forth  on  words  that 
were  as  flame. 

^  EtMLissance  in  Itali/f  Age  of  the  Despots^  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Symonds,  p.  448. 
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It  will  now  be  useful  to  look  back  on  the  whole 
development  from  Antiphon  to  Demosthenes,  and  to 
trace  the  main  lines  of  its  course. 

The  ground  for  an  artistic  Athenian  oratory  was 
prepared  partly  by  the  popular  Dialectic  of  the  eastern 
Sophists,  partly  by  the  Sicilian  Rhetoric  Interme- 
diate between  these  stood  the  earliest  artist  of  ora- 
torical prose,  Gorgias;  diflFering  from  the  eastern 
Sophists  in  laying  more  stress  on  expression  than 
on  management  of  argument,  and  from  the  SiciUan 
Rhetoricians  in  cultivating  his  faculty  empirically, 
not  theoretically. 

Two  principal  tendencies  appear  in  the  beginnings  Two  e«iy 
of  Attic  oratory.     One  of  these  sets  out  from  the  — theRhe- 
forensic  Rhetoric  of  Sicily,  in  combination  with  the  and  the 
popular  Dialectic  of  the  Sophists,  and  is  but  slightly  ^^^*^^ 
affected  by  Gorgias.    It  is  represented  by  the  writers 
of  the  "  austere  "  style,  of  whom  Antiphon  and  Thu- 
cydides  are  the  chief.     From  Thucydides  to  Demo-  outuneof 
sthenes  this  manner  is  in  abeyance,  partly  because  it  ment. 
is  in  itself  unsuited  to  forensic  purposes,  partly  be- 
cause its  grave  emphasis  has  come  to  seem  archaic. 
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The  second  tendency  is  purely  Gorgian,  and,  after 
having  had  several  obscure  representatives,  is  taken 
up  by  Isocrates,  who  gives  to  it  a  corrected,  a  com- 
plete and  a  permanent  form.  From  a  compromise 
between  this  second  tendency  and  the  idiom  of  daily 
life  arises  the  "  plain"  style  of  Lysias.  The  transi- 
tion from  Lysias  to  a  strenuous  political  oratory  is 
marked  by  Isaeus.  Then  comes  the  matured  political 
oratory,  giving  new  combinations  to  types  already 
developed,  and,  in  its  greatest  representative,  uniting 
them  all. 
Antiphon  Autiphou   and   Thucydides    have   been   strongly 

Srr'"''-  influenced,  aa  to  arrangement  and  form  of  argument, 
by  Dialectic  and  Rhetoric.  In  regard  to  expression, 
they  have  been  influenced  by  the  synonym-lore,  such 
as  that  of  Prodicus,  but  hardly  at  all  by  the  oratory 
of  Gorgias.  In  expression,  they  are  essentially  pio- 
neers. Those  things  which  they  have  in  common 
are  to  a  great  extent  the  necessary  traits  of  early 
Greek  prose,  before  the  language  was  a  perfectly 
flexible  material,  when  that  prose  was  wrought  by 
a  vigorous  and  subtle  mind.  Such  traits  are,  how- 
ever, numerous  enough  and  strong  enough  to  justify 
us  in  holding  that  they  constitute  a  style.  The 
characteristics  of  this  ''  austere"  style  have  been 
The  analysed  in  reference  to  Antiphon.     Such  a  manner 

style  not  could  uot  possibly  keep  its  place  in  the  forensic 
field.  Legal  controversy,  growing  subtle,  terse  and 
eager,  would  become  as  uncongenial  to  the  prose 
of  Antiphon  as  to  the  prose  of  Milton.  A  concep- 
tion of  the  general  effect  will  be  assisted,  perhaps, 
by  a  rough  English  parallel.     In  1626  the  Judges 


forensic. 
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were  called  in  to  assist  the  House  of  Lords  regarding 
a  claim  to  the  earldom  of  Oxford,  and  Chief-Justice 
Crewe  delivered  an  address  in  which  this  passage 
occurred  :  ^ — 

"  This  great  honour,  this  high  and  noble  dignity,  hath 
continued  ever  since  in  the  remarkable  surname  of  De  Vere, 
by  so  many  ages,  descents,  and  generations,  as  no  other 
kingdom  can  produce  a  peer  in  one  of  the  self-same  name 
and  title.  I  find  in  all  this  length  of  time  but  two  at- 
tainders of  this  noble  family,  and  those  in  stormy  and 
tempestuous  times,  when  the  government  was  unsettled  and 
the  kingdom  in  competition.  I  have  laboured  to  make  a 
covenant  with  myself  that  affection  may  not  press  upon 
judgment ;  for  I  suppose  there  is  no  man  that  hath  any 
apprehension  of  gentry  and  nobleness,  but  his  affection  stands 
to  the  continuance  of  so  noble  a  name  and  house,  and  would 
take  hold  of  a  twig  or  a  twine-thread  to  uphold  it  And 
yet  Time  hath  its  revolutions ;  there  must  be  a  period  and 
an  end  to  all  temporal  things — finis  rerum,  an  end  of  names, 
and  dignities,  and  whatsoever  is  terrene,  and  why  not  of 
De  Vere  ?  For  where  is  Bohun  ?  where  is  Mowbray  ?  where 
is  Mortimer  ?  Nay,  which  is  more  and  most  of  all,  where 
is  Plantagenet  ?  They  are  entombed  in  the  urns  and  sepul- 
chres of  mortaUty.  And  yet  let  the  name  and  dignity  of 
De  Vere  stand  so  long  as  it  pleaseth  God ! " 

The  *' austere"  manner  is,  in  one  respect,  better  Thucy- 
represented  by  Thucydides  than  by  Antiphon.  Its 
avOdheta,  or  haughty  independence,  finds  a  larger 
scope  in  the  work  of  the  philosophical  historian.  We 
are  concerned  here,  not  with  the  individual  genius 
of  Thucydides,  but  with  the  rhetorical  prose-writer 

^  I  quote  this  from  Mr.  Forsyth's      oratory    in     England,     before    the 
HortensiuSf   p.   315,   who  selects  it      modern  eloquence  of  Erskine. 
as   an    example    of    early    forensic 
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as  influenced  by  his  age :  and  for  us,  therefore,  the 
his  speeches  are  most  significant.     These  are  the  essays 

speeches.        ",  ^  •   i      •       j 

of  Thucydides  himself  in  an  oratory  which  is  dra- 
matic as  regards  the  sentiment,  but  not  as  regards 
the  form.  They  may  be  taken,  then,  as  indicating  his 
relation  both  to  the  practice  and  to  the  theory  of  his 
day.  Out  of  forty-one  speeches  (excluding  the  two 
dialogues)  one  is  panegyrical — the  Epitaphius  :  thirty- 
eight  are  hortatory:  and  two  are  forensic — those, 
namely,  of  the  Plataeans  and  the  Thebans  before 
inflnence    their  Laccdacmonian  judges.^     The  Epitaphius,  the 

on  them  of  .  J       &  r       r  ^ 

Sicilian  forcusic  spccchcs,  and  (e.gr.)  the  deliberative  speeches 
of  Hermocrates  and  Athenagoras  in  Book  VI.,  all 
bear  the  impress  of  the  Sicilian  Rhetoric  in  their 
conscious  partition.  Proem,  prothesis,  narrative, 
proof,  epilogue  succeed  each  other— with  more  or 
less  completeness  according  to  circumstances  —  as 
distinct  parts.  Figures,  whether  of  thought  or  of 
language,  are  avoided  even  more  than  by  Antiphon. 
The  influence  of  Gorgias  is  seen  only  faintly  and 
generally  in  attention  to  parallelism  or  symmetry : 
his  distinctive  ornaments — parison  and  the  like — are 
Bent  of  eschewed.  Nothing  is  more  Thucydidean  than  the 
didesin  determination  to  express  each  idea,  or  part  of  an 
idea,  in  the  way  that  best  suits  tt,  regardless  of  what 
has  gone  before  or  what  is  coming  :  hence  his  changes 
of  construction.  His  freer,  though  rougher,  hand- 
ling of  the  periodic  style,  as  compared  with  Anti- 
phon's,  arises  from  his  efibrt  to  present  a  complex 
idea  as  an  organic  whole.  He  will  not  make  his 
sentence  a  bed  of  Procrustes  for  his  thought.     This 

1  III.  63-59 ;  61-67. 
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alone  would  explain  the  sympathy  with  Thucydides  Thucy- 
felt  by  the  intense  Demosthenes,  who  saw  that  the  Demo, 
"austere"  style  had  something  more  than  an  anti- 
quarian interest — that  it  meant  a  certain  set  of  capa- 
cities in  the  organ  which  he  wished  to  perfect ;  and 
who  studied  these  capacities,  not  in  Antiphon,  but 
in  Thucydides. 

Critias  and  Andocides  stand  together  as  cultivated  cntias  a 
amateurs  of  the  phase  when  this  earlier  manner  of 
Antiphon  and  Thucydides  was  already  felt  to  be  too 
rigid  for  practical  life,*  but  when,  nevertheless,  an 
alternative  manner  had  not  yet  been  artistically 
shaped.  Critias,  like  Andocides,  appears  to  have 
avoided  the  poetical  diction  as  well  as  the  figures 
of  Gorgias;  and  is  named  along  with  Andocides 
as  a  witness  to  the  currency  of  the  idiom  used  by 
Lysias.^ 

Thrasymachus  of  Chalcedon  gave  a  new  turn  to  Thmsy- 
the  progress  of  Attic  prose.  The  modern  world 
knows  him  best  from  the  Phaedrus^  where  he  figures 
as  a  puerile  pedant  of  the  Sicilian  Rhetoric.  To 
Aristotle  and  Theophrastus,  however,  he  was  known 
less  as  a  theorist  than  as  an  orator,  and  as  an  orator, 
moreover,  of  original  and  remarkable  merits.  These  His 
merits  were  chiefly  three.  First,  he  was  the  founder 
of  a  "middle"  style  :  intermediate,  not  between  the 
Gorgian  and  the  Lysian — for  the  Lysian  had  not 
yet  arisen — but  between  the,  Gorgian,  or  poetical, 
and    the    colloquial.       Secondly,   he    matured    that 

terse,     compact     period      {(rrpoyyvXrf,     a-wea-rpafJifJiipr)), 

fittest  for  real  contests,  which  in  Antiphon  is  still 

^  Dionys.  de  Lys,  c.  2. 


services. 


426  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS 


CHAP. 


rude,  but  which  is  found  in  the  more  artistic  speeches 
of  Lysias.  Thirdly,  he  corrected  the  Gorgian  idea 
of  rhythmical  beauty  {eipvOpbia)  in  prose,  by  moderat- 
ing the  eflfort  to  frame  prose  in  the  strict  rhythms 
of  verse,  and,  according  to  Aristotle — though  the 
fragments  of  Thrasymachus  do  not  illustrate  that 
His  plate  statement — by  introducing  the  paeon.^  The  signifi- 
hiatory.  cancc  of  Thrasymachus  is  twofold.  In  respect  to 
rhythm  and  to  his  conception  of  a  middle  style,  he 
may  be  considered  as  the  forerunner  of  Isocrates, 
In  respect  to  his  development  of  the  terse  period,  Xa) 
his  training  in  the  forensic  Rhetoric,  and  to  the 
practical  bent  of  his  work,  he  is  the  pioneer  of 
Lysias  and  of  those  orators,  whether  forensic  or 
deliberative,  who  are  in  contrast  with  the  Gorgians 
and  Isocratics. 
Lysias.  Lysias    now    completes    the    reaction   from   the 

poeticism  of  Gorgias  and  the  stateliness  of  Antiphon. 
He  boldly  takes  as  his  material  the  diction  of  the 
private  citizen  who  has  had  the  ordinary  Athenian 
education ;  and,  being  an  artist  of  true  genius,  Ly- 
sias shapes  out  of  this  a  singularly  beautiful  prose. 
The  conception  was  fortunate;  it  was  in  essential 
harmony  with  the  spirit  of  Attic  Greek ;  and,  if 
a  Lysias  had  not  arisen,  the  world  would  not  have 
known  some  most  delicate  felicities  of  that  idiom. 
It  was  a  faculty  of  the  language  developed  once  for 
all,  committed  to  an  exquisite  record,  and  thus 
secured  against  the  possibility  of  being  missed  by 
any  one  who  hereafter  should  aim  at  mastery  over  all 
the  resources  of  Attic  speech.     Nor  was  the  lesson 

^  Above,  p.  67. 
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lost  on  Demosthenes  and  Hypereides  any  more  than 

on  the  Augustan  Atticists.  y 

It  might  have  seemed  that  a  finished  simplicity  liberates, 
so  congenial  to  the  Attic  spirit  had  for  ever  super- 
seded the   ideal  of  Gorgias.      But,   just  as   the  in-- 
fluence  of  that  ideal  was  declining,  a  pupil  of  Gorgias 
came  forward  to  show  that  his  master's  theory,  though 
deformed  by  extravagances,  was  grounded  in  truth. 
Isocrates  proved    that,    without    loss    of    ease    and 
fluency,   prose  may   be    artistically   ornate    in    the 
general  sense  of  Gorgias  (that  is,  with  the  aid  of 
certain  embellishments  proper  to  poetry),  if  only  these  I 
are  rightly  chosen  and  are  temperately  used.     The 
great  difference  between  the  work  of  Lysias  and  the  His  work 
work  of  Isocrates  is  this : — Lysias  did  perfectly  what  ^Si^that 
could  be  done  to  such  perfection  in  pure  Attic  alone  :  °    ^*""' 
Isocrates  did   excellently,  though   not  faultlessly,  a 
thing  from  which  the  finest  instincts  of  Attic  Greek 
were  averse,  but  which,  on  the  other  hand,  could  be 
reproduced  with  fair  success  in  any  language  that  was 
sufficiently  flexible  and  polished.    '  Lysias  traced  the 
canon  of  Attic  subtlety.     Isocrates  sent  his  influence 
from  Greece  into  modern  Europe  by  founding  a  norm  He  founds 

^  , .  a  Normal 

of  literary  prose.  Prose. 

Two  circumstances  especially  favoured  his  apti- 
tude for  such  a  task.  The  first  was  that,  until  after 
the  time  of  Aristotle,  epideictic  oratory,  the  branch 
of  Isocrates,  had  a  higher  dignity  in  general  estima-  Estimation 
tion  than  either  the  forensic  or  the  deliberative,  deictic 
A  forensic  or  a  deliberative  speech  had  served  its 
purpose  when  it  had  been  spoken ;  it  might  be  pub- 
lished, for  students  or  for  statesmen  ;  but  it  was  not 
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readers. 


intrinsically  a  part  of  the  national  literature  in  the 
same  sense  as  (for  instance)  the  Famgyricus.  Aris- 
totle, who  had  probably  heard  Demosthenes,  notices 
him  only  cursorily.  Theophrastus,  in  tracing  the 
development  of  Attic  prose,  stopped  at  Isocrates. 
It  was  only  later  Greek  critics  who  could  see  things 
The  School  in  a  more  just  perspective.     Secondly,  Isocrates  is 

of  Isocra-  .  . 

tea.  the  only  considerable  Attic  writer  who  was  also  a 

popular  teacher  of  composition.  He  could  affirm  that 
all  the  men  formed  in  his  school  had  the  same  stamp 
of  style  :  and,  so  far  as  the  statement  can  be  tested. 
The  iso-  it  seems  to  be  strictly  true.  The  Isocratic  prose  was 
Prose—  meant  to  be  read  rather  than  to  be  spoken.  This  is 
chiefly  for  the  basis  of  its  character,  distinguishing  it  from  the 
earlier  rhetorical  prose,  and  fitting  it  to  influence  the 
literary  prose  of  the  modern  world.  To  the  con- 
servative section  of  the  Gorgian  school  this  seemed, 
of  course,  an  error.  When  Alcidamas^  attacked 
Isocrates  in  his  essay  against  the  composers  of 
"  written  discourses  "  {^pairrov^  X070V9), —  meaning, 
by  that  phrase,  discourses  composed,  not  to  be 
spoken,  but  to  be  read, — he  was  loyal  to  the  genuine 
tradition  of  his  master.  The  object  of  Grorgias  was 
to  cultivate  the  faculty  of  oral  and  extemporary 
eloquence.  But  Isocrates,  moved  partly  by  his  own  J 
want  of  voice  and  nerve,  partly  by  the  desire  of 
teaching  all  Greece  and  of  doing  permanent  work, 
resolved  that  epideictic  oratory  should  have  a  literary  i 
form.     For  these  purposes,  as  he  saw,  the  composition  "^ 

^  Sanppe    {0,    A.    ii.    156)    and  327   f.),  reviewing    the    argomenti, 

others    reject    the    xe/)l    rtaw    roM  pronounces — rightly,    to  my  think- 

7paxToj>s    XAyous    ypatp^tfruv   ij    repl  ing — for  its  genuineness. 
ffotfHffTuv,      Blass     {AU,      Ber.     ii. 
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of  Gorgias  and  Thrasymachus,  with  its  short  clauses, 
was  not  sufficiently  copious  :  that  of  Thucydides  was 
now  too  rough.     He  sought,  then,  to  give  speech  a 
fuller  flow  and  a  softer  tone :  and  he  moderated  the 
use  of  every  ornament  which  disturbs  this  flow  or 
violates  this  tone.     The  chief  marks  of  Isocratic  prose  16  broad 
are, — the  avoidance  of  poetical  diction ;  the  ampler  istics. 
period ;  evenness,  obtained  especially  by  systematic/ 
care  against  the  collision  of  vowels ;  and  the  sparing 
admission  of  anything  like  a  declamatory  or  passionate 
strain.     These  essential  characteristics,  to  judge  from\*^ 
fragments  and  from  notices,  were   common   to   the 
Isocratic  school.     Epideictic  Rhetoric,  in  application 
to  its  old  subjects,  was  doomed.     The  first  generation 
of  Isocratics  already  felt  that  it  could  not  last  out 
their  time,  and  were  led,  therefore,  to  widen  their 
range.     The   application   of  Epideictic    Rhetoric    to  its  influ- 

ence  on 

History  was  a  gain  for  Rhetoric,  and,  on  the  whole.  History- 

writ  in  fir* 

a  decided  gain  for  the  popular  culture  of  that  day : 
it  was  even  so  far  a  gain  to  History  that  much  good 
work  was  done  by  men  like  Theopompus  who,  fifty 
years  before,  would  have  left  nothing  but  a  collection 
of  panegyrical  discourses.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
vice  of  an  origin  from  the  Rhetoric  of  display  became 
disastrously  apparent  when  lesser  men  than  Theo- 
pompus began  to  think  that  they  must  be  accurate 
if  they  could,  but  brilliant  at  all  costs.  This  evil 
tendency,  however,  did  not  fully  set  in  until  the  style 
itself  was  declining :  and  it  ought  not  to  mislead  us 
into  underrating  the  value  to  literature  of  the 
Isocratic  prose.  Theopompus  was  a  thoroughly  Theopom- 
Isocratic   composer,   but,  as  might   be   expected  in 
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the  disciple  who  "  needed  the  curb,"  had  more  force 
Ephorus.  and  passion.  Ephorus,  emulating  the  smooth  copious- 
ness of  his  master,  was  languid  and  diffuse.  Such 
a  contrast  of  personal  temperaments  and  faculties 
is  the  best  possible  evidence  to  the  definiteness  of 
that  common  type  which  could  still  be  recognised 
in  both.  The  same  tjrpe  was  equally  clear  in 
Theo-        Theodectes,  who  seems  to  have  had  some  dialectical 

dectes.  ,,  i»/>«i»i  i  iji. 

cephuo-     training ;    and    in    Cephisodorus,    who    shared    the 

"^^*        orthodox   hostility   of   his   school    to   dialectic.      In 

short,  there  was  now  a  literary  method,  not  to  be 

obscured  by  individualities  of  culture  or  of  aptitude, 

in   virtue   of  which   its   possessor   could    be    called 

Isocratic. 

Theisocra-        By  350  B.C.    this   mctfaod   had   no    longer    any 

b^omes      scrious   rival   in  its  claim  to  be  considered  as  the 

ardof°      normal   prose.      A   writer  like   the   so-called   Anti- 

^^^'        sthenes  might  popularise  his  dialectic  in  such  a  piece 

Its  rivals,    as   the   controversy   between    Ajax    and    Odysseus. 

Alcidamas  might  defend,  and  Lycophron  illustrate, 

the   principles   of  Gorgias.      Polycrates   and   Zoilus 

might  show  that  something  of  Lysian  elegance  could 

be  carried  into  other  fields  than  the  forensic.    But, 

for  the  general  uses  of  literature,  the  Isocratic  style 

had  been  accepted  as  the  standard.     This  may  be 

seen  from  the  way  in  which  its  influence  grew  upon 

Its  iurtu-     writers  outside  the  school.     Plato's  style  has  no  law 

farlfeit  by   but  itself ;  it  has  its  unique  place  in  the  border-land 

Plato.        between  poetry  and  prose,  being,  as  a  rule,  at  its 

highest  when  it  is  nearer  to  the  former.     For  our 

present  purpose,  it  would  scarcely  be  profitable  to 

dwell  on  the  Menexeniis.     The  general  marks  of  its 
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style  are  manifest ;  the  easy,  irregular  structure  of 
dialoo^ue  interferes  with  the  management  of  the 
unwonted  oratorical  period ;  the  ornament  is  in  the 
immature  manner  of  Gorgias,  not  at  all  in  that  of 
Isocrates  or  Lysias;  the  diction  shows  occasional 
redundance,  and  even  what  a  modern  reader  can 
agree  with  ancient  Greek  criticism  in  regarding  as 
of  doubtful  correctness ;  the  habit  of  irony  slips  into 
a  homeliness  which,  here,  is  grotesque ;  and  a  few 
phrases  are  "  not  far  from  dithyrambs."  But  then 
it  might  always  be  answered  that,  at  worst,  the 
Menexcnus  is  an  imperfectly  elaborated  joke.  The 
influence  of  the  new  prose,  in  so  far  as  it  was  felt  by 
Plato,  must  be  sought  on  a  surer  and  broader  ground. 
Two  general  characteristics  of  his  later  work  seem  to 
afford  such  ground.  First :  the  later,  as  compared 
with  the  earlier,  dialogues — e.g.  the  Laws^  Timaeus, 
CritiaSy  as  compared  with  the  Republic — have  less  of 
short  question  and  answer,  and  more  of  continuous 
exposition.  The  style  of  oral  dialogue  is  passing 
over  into  a  finished  literary  prose.  Secondly :  the 
strongest  single  peculiarity  of  the  new  prose — 
avoidance  of  hiatus — becomes  more  and  more  marked 
the  later  down  we  go.  The  instances  of  hiatus  in  the 
Phaedrus  are  not  one  half  so  numerous  as  in  the 
Republic  or  the  Symposium^  and  the  rate  of  decrease 
is  (approximately)  progressive  in  the  Laws,  PhilebicSy 
Tinuteus,  Critias,  Sophistes,  Politicus ;  ^  suggesting  . 
that  an  emendation  which,  in  these  dialogues,  intro- 
duces hiatus  is,  so  far,  improbable  a  priori. 

Xenophon  was  no  trained  rhetor.     The  natural  isocrates 

and  Xeno- 
^  See  a  roagh  estimate  of  the  averages  in  Blass,  Att.  Ber,  11.  426  f.  phon. 
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eloqucDce  which  did  good  service  in  the  Retreat  was 
of  the  rough-and-ready  kind;  nor,  in  writing,  did 
he  consciously  or  systematically  aim  at  art.      If  he 
had  studied  expression,  he  would  probably  have  be- 
come  Lysian:  as  it   is,   in   his   manner    of  neither 
seeking   nor   declining   ornament,   he    is    sometimes 
like  Andocides.     Xenophon,  living  away  from  Athens, 
did   not   come   under  the   direct   influence    of    the 
Isocratic  school.    But  there  are  indications,  which  a 
sober  criticism  can  scarcely  reject,  that  in  his  later 
years  he  was  strongly  influenced  as  a  writer  by  his 
fellow-demesman  and  early  friend,  whose  works  were 
then  read  throughout  Greece.      Xenophon   was  en- 
gaged on  the  Hellenica  to  the  end  of  his  life ;  and 
the  Agesilaus,  of  which  the  genuineness  seems  certain, 
was  one  of  his  very  latest  writings.     In  both  these 
there  is  a  distinct  dualism  of  style.     The  last  five 
books  of  the  Hellenica  are  decidedly  smoother  and 
more   copious   than   their  predecessors:    they    have 
something  of  the  Isocratic  manner  which  just  then 
was  coming  into  history.   The  Agesilaus  is  thoroughly 
Xenophontic  in  diction  :  the  structure  of  the  sentences 
is,  on  the  whole,  rather  stiflf  and  uniform :  there  are 
characteristic  oddities — e,g.  the  frequency  of  ye  fii^v, 
aXKa  fii]v — as  in  the  Hipparchicus  and    elsewhere. 
But  the  historical  portion — a  narrative  of  the  hero  s 
deeds,    partly     adapted    from    the    Hellenica  —  is 
separate   from   the   rest   in   its   greater    smoothness 
of  flow, 
isocrates  Unquestionably  it  was  more  as  a  practical  teacher  / 

totie  as      than  as  a  theorist,  and  more  as  a  writer  than  as  a 
^^  ^'    teacher,  that  Isocrates  was  important  for  Attic  prose,  j 
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Earlier  contributors  to  the  Art  of  Ehetoric  had  col- 
lected materials  which  Isocrates  worked  up  into  some- 
thing like  a  system.  Anaximenes,  who,  like  Isocrates, 
conceived  political  Ehetoric  as  a  culture,  drew  up 
the  best  practical  treatise  on  Ehetoric  which  has  come 
down  to  us  in  Greek ;  it  would  have  been  the  best 
in  Greek  or  Latin,  if  the  Rhetorica  ad  Herennium 
were  not  extant.  But,  if  a  philosophical  treatment 
is  required,  neither  Anaximenes  nor  the  writer  to 
Herennius  can  be  accepted.  Aristotle  stands  alone. 
Yet  the  school  of  Aristotle — in  which  Ehetoric  was  /^ 
both  scientifically  and  assiduously  taught — produced 
not  a  single  orator  of  note  except  Demetrius  Pha- 
lereus ;  the  school  of  Isocrates  produced  a  host. 
Why  was  this  so  ?  Clearly  because  Isocrates,  though  f- 
inferior  in  his  grasp  of  principles,  was  greatly  superior 
in  the  practical  department  of  teaching.  It  was  not 
mainly  by  his  theory,  rex^Vy  it  was  rather  by  exer- 
cises, fieXiraiy  for  which  his  own  writings  furnished 
models,  that  he  formed  his  pupils.  At  the  same  time, 
his  theory,  so  far  as  it  went,  was  definite.  Aristotle's 
philosophy  of  Ehetoric  proved  comparatively  barren, 
not  at  all  because  Ehetoric  is  incapable  of  profiting 
materially  by  such  treatment,  but  because  such  treat- 
ment can  be  made  fruitful  only  by  laborious  attention 
to  the  priactical  side  of  the  discipline.  Had  Aristotle's  /- 
Ehetoric  been  composed  a  century  earlier,  it  would 
have  been  inestimable  to  oratory.  As  it  was,  the 
right  thing  was  done  too  late. 

In  the  political  eloquence  contemporary  with  The  Poiiti- 
Demosthenes,  earlier  types  are  continued,  combined  laedecticT 
and  perfected.     The  Lysian  tradition,  which  Isaeus 

VOL.  II  2  F 
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had  striven  to  ally  with  thie  frank  strength   of  tech- 
nical mastery,   is  joined  by  Hypereides  to  the  Iso- 
cratic.     The  Isocratic  manner  is  united,  in  Lycurgus, 
to  that  of  the  long -neglected  school  of   Antiphon. 
That  same  archaic  style,  studied  in  a  greater  master, 
Thucydides,   reaches,   in   Demosthenes,  a  final    har- 
mony with  both  the  Lysian  and  the  Isocratic ;  while 
Aeschines,  the  clever  and  diligent  amateur,  shows,  by 
his  failures,  how  much  patient  science  was  needed  to 
bring  a  faultless  music  out  of  all  the  tones  which  had 
now  made  themselves  clear  in  Attic  speech.     But, 
bnt  funda-  amoug  thcsc  various  elements,  one  is  dominant.     The  i/ 
jy    Isocratic     Isocratic  stylc  has  become  the  basis  of  the  rest.    That 
isocrates     style,  in  its  essential  characteristics  of  rhythm  and 
modem      period,  passcd  into  the  prose  of  Cicero ;  modem  prose 
has  been  modelled  on  the  Eoman ;  and  thus,  in  form- 
ing the  literary  rhetoric  of  Attica,  Isocrates  founded  / 
that  of  all  literatures. 


CHAPTER   XXIV 

THE  DECLINE  AND  THE  REVIVAL 

At  the  moment  when  the  theory  of  oratory  had  been 
raised  from  a  technical  to  a  scientific  form,  its  prac- 
tice began  to  decline :    the  great  analyst  who  gave 
a  philosophy  to   Rhetoric   was   also   the   master   of 
Demetrius  Phalereus.     It  is  commonly  said  that  the  Loaa  of 
declension  of  Attic  oratory  dates  from  the  loss  of  Freedom- 
political  freedom.    The  fact  is  certain  :  but  those  who  cause  oir* 
have  tried  to  see  what  this  oratory  in  its  essence  was,  *  *  ^^^ 
will  be  the  first  to  feel  that  the  connexion  between 
the  two  things  is  not  altogether  self-evident.     As  to  DeUbera. 

.  °  UveOra- 

the  Deliberative  branch,  that,  clearly,  was  doomed  to  tory: 
decay  when  the  questions  which  the  ecclesia  could 
discuss  with  a  practical  result  came  to  be  hardly  more 
than  municipal.  A  good  notion  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  province  of  debate  was  now  restricted  may 
be  got  from  a  speech  ^  made  eight  years  after  Chae- 
roneia,  when  Alexander  was  in  the  mid-career  of  his 
Asiatic  victories.  An  Athenian  citizen  of  the  Mace- 
donian party  had  tried  to  damage  his  adversary  in  a 
lawsuit  by  insinuating  that  this  adversary  had  flat- 
tered Olympias  and  Alexander.     Hypereides  retorts 

^  Hypereides  inrkp  EO^plrwov, 


r 


% 
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that  it  would  be  more  to  the  purpose  if,  instead  of 
making  such  charges,  Polyeuctus  could  muster  courage 
to  go  and  denounce  the  injurious  dictation  of  Mace- 
don  before  the  Panhellenic  Congress:  but  the  very 
way  in  which  this  is  put  implies  that  it  was  more 
than  could  be  expected  of  ordinary  patriotism ;  and 
the  merit  claimed  for  Euxenippus  is  not  that  he  has 
done  anything  of  the  kind,  but  simply  that  he  has 
shunned  association  with  the  active  Athenian  agents 
^  of  Alexander.  As  Aristotle  says,  no  one  deliberates  1/ 
about  the  impossible ;  and,  in  regard  to  independent 
action,  the   limits   of  the   possible   for  Athens   had 

Forensic,  bccomc  uarrow.  Nor  was  the  Forensic  branch  exempt 
from  similar  influences.  Macedonian  blandishments 
could  reach  jurors  as  well  as  debaters :  the  art  of 
persuasion,  pure  and  simple,  would  count  for  less  and 
less  ;  and  the  aim  of  the  Athenian  writer  for  the  law- 
courts  would  become  more  and  more  like  that  of  the 
speaker  whose  first  object  is  the  display  of.  his  faculty.  ^ 

Epideictic.  Granting  all  this,  however,  why,  it  may  be  asked, 
should  not  Attic  oratory,  being  essentially  a  fine  art, 
have  found  at  least  one  secure  refuge  in  this  very 
department  of  display ;  especially  since  the  Epideic- 
tic branch  had  become  so  closely  identified  with  the 
national  literature  ?  As  long  as  there  were  such 
writers  as  Theopompus,  or  even  Ephorus,  a  tolerably 
pure  Attic  style  might  surely  be  preserved,  even 
though  there  were  no  longer  political  inspirations  for 
the  deliberative  speaker,  or,  for  the  advocate,  the 
opportunities  of  a  real  equality  before  the  law.  After 
all,  the  deliberative  branch  itself  had  developed  its 
best  types  chiefly  from  the  epideictic. 
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This  question  might  fairly  be  raised.     And  as-  intimate 


cause 


suredly  a  true  answer  to  it  is  not  to  be  found  merely  of  the 

docliiie 

in  the  political  circumstances  of  the  time  when 
Athens  had  just  come  under  the  leadership  of 
Macedon.  We  must  go  further  back,  and  look 
deeper  into  the  conditions  under  which  the  best 
work  of  Greek  art  was  done.  In  the  Ionian  republics, 
and  especially  at  Athens,  while  their  life  was  still 
healthy,  letters  and  the  fine  arts  entered  into  the 
education  which  was  received  by  all  citizens  alike. 
Letters  and  the  fine  arts  were  therefore  subject  to 
the  opinion,  not  of  a  class,  but  of  the  entire  city. 
The   artist,   whether  sculptor   or   architect,  painter.  The  great 

Greek  Art 

poet,  or  orator,  received  the  impress  of  the  national  was  popu- 
mind,  and  reflected  it  from  his  own.  He  worked  for  ^' 
all  the  citizens,  and  he  knew  that  he  would  be 
judged,  not  by  a  few  critics,  but  by  the  whole  civic 
body.  The  Greek  genius,  in  its  purest  and  brightest 
form,  tended  of  itself  to  fix  its  attention  on  what  is 
essential  and  t3rpical  in  nature,  and  to  suppress  those 
mere  accidents  of  which  the  prominence  is  always 
disturbing  and  at  last  grotesque.  Here  was  a  further 
safeguard  for  the  artistic  worker  who  began  with  this 
inborn  tendency.  Mannerism  and  exaggeration  may 
be  made  the  fashion  of  a  clique,  but,  where  public 
opinion  is  really  free,  they  will  never  be  popular. 
The  Greek  artist  who,  in  rivalry  with  brother  artists, 
sought  for  the  approbation  of  his  fellow  -  citizens 
gathered  in  the  theatre,  or  going  about  their  daily 
work  amid  gracious  forms  of  marble  or  living  shapes 
still  more  beautiful,  in  the  clear  air  of  Attica  and 
close  to  the  foam  and  freshness  of  the  sea,  knew  that 
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no  refinements  of  the  study  could  save  him  if  he  was 
false  to  nature,  and  knew,  also,  that  his  loyalty  to 
nature  would  be  surely  recognised  just  in  proportion 
as  he  brought  out,  not  the  trivial  or  transient  things, 
not  such  things  as  depend  for  their  interest  on  an 
artificial  situation,  but  those    lineaments   of    nature 
but  not      which  have  the  divine  simplicity  of  permanence.     It 
theTeffl™     cannot  be  too  often  repeated,  it  is  a  thoroughly  vulgar 
^  **  *         misconception,  more  fatal  than  anything  else  to  the 
comprehension  of  all  Greek  things,  to  suppose  that 
the  Athenian  statesmen  or  cobblers  who  went  to  the 
theatre  of  Dionysus  in  the  days  of  Pericles  found  the 
art  of  Sophocles  cold  because  it  was  ideal,  and  would 
have  thought  the  demonstrative  and  rhetorical  pathos 
of  Euripides  more  "  human."     Their  feeling,  happily, 
was  very  different,  or  the  Parthenon  would  have  been 
very  different   too.      They   felt  that  the   immortal 
things  of  humanity  are  more  human  than  its  acci- 
dents ;  and  therefore,  the  poorest  of  them,  they  could 
rise  out  of  the  mean  or  grievous  things  of  daily  life 
into  a  contemplation   which   educated   the   passions 
that  it  moved  and  resolved  the  anguish  of  pity  or  of 
terror  in  a  musical  and  chastened  joy.     The  festive 
disposition  of  the   Greeks  is  a  perpetual   snare   to 
modem  writers  who   cannot   dissociate   the  love  of 
dinner-parties  from  a  tone  either  mildly  cynical  or  at 
all   events  the  reverse  of  transcendental,  and  who 
hasten  to  the  conclusion  that  an  inquirer  exempt  firom 
academical  sentiment  or  pedantry  will  study  the  real 
Greeks  in  their  comedians  or  their  cooks.     It  was  not  / 
until  the  moral  unity  of  the  State  was  broken,  and  \ 
men  began  to  live  a  life  of  thought  or  pleasure  apart  \ 
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from  the  life  of  the  city,  that  the  artists  began  to  f 
work  for  the  few,  and  that  the  taste  of  the  many  sank    / 
below  the  power  of  appreciating  the  highest  beauty,  r 
Philip,  Alexander  and  their  Successors  were  indeed 
the  apostles  of  Greek  language,    Greek  art,   Greek 
social  civilisation :  but  between  Hellas  and  Hellen-  ouif 
ism  there  was  a  spiritual  separation  which  no  force  Heiias  and 
01  the  individual  mmd  could  do  away.     Literature 
and  art  had  been  sacred  energies  and  public  delights 
to  the  citizens  of  free  Athens  :  to  the  writers  or  artists  The  artwts 
of  Antioch  or  Alexandria  they  were  agreeable  indus-  ism. 
tries,   inviting  reward   or   awaiting   correction  from 
aristocratic  patrons,  whose  artificial  canons  encouraged 
either  an  elaborate  vagueness  of  expression  or  the 
pretence   of   an    occult    profundity.^      The  lapse  oir 
literature  and  art  into  the  depths   of   affectation  is! 
only  a  matter  of   time  when  the  judges  on  whom 
recognition   depends   are  a  capricious   and   absolute  «Art  de- 
oligarchy.     There  is  no  lasting  security  for  truth  in  g^didoM  * 

,•,•  ,•  ,  "xii*  j^  11"  imd  candid 

artistic  creation  except  an  intelligent  public,  pro-  pubUc. 
nouncing  with  authority  and  not  intimidated  by  the 
prescriptions  of  a  coterie  or  a  caste.  In  this  sense,  it 
may  justly  be  said  that  nothing  is  so  democratic  as 
taste ;  nor  could  there  be  a  better  illustration  than  a 
comparison  between  the  Athens  of  Pericles  and  the 
Alexandria  of  the  Ptolemies. 

While,  then,  the  loss  of  political  independence  had  \j 
a  certain  immediate  effect  in  deteriorating  deliberative 
and  forensic  oratory,  the  primary  cause  of  their  de- 

^  See    some    admirable    obsenra-  writer  whom,  it  may  be  hoped,  his 

tions    on    this    subject    in    Qreect  countrymen  will  yet  come  to  know 

vmder   the   Romans^    pp.    9    f.    and  more  widely  than    they  did  while 

229  f.,   by  Mr.   George    Finlay — a  he  was  living. 
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cline  was  one  which  lay  deeper,  which  had  begun  it« 
slow  workings  before  Philip  had  a  footing  in  Greece, 
and  which  aflFected  the  literary  form  of  artistic  prose 
even  more  strongly  than  the  other  two  forms.  This 
cause  was  the  same  which  gradually  vitiated  every 
other  branch  of  Greek  art,  and  which  prepared  the 
downfall  of  Greek  independence  itself — ^the  decay  of 
the  citizen-life  of  the  Greek  republics,  whereby  Greek 
art  in  every  kind  lost  that  popular  character  which 
was  the  external  safeguard  of  the  Greek  artists 
I    Meaning  of  instiuct  for  truth.     It  is  important,  therefore,  to  get  ^ 

\    **  Asian*  ,  , 

\  iflm."        rid  of  the  notion  that,  when  "  Asianism  "  is  opposed 
)  /  to  "  Atticism,"  the  meaning  is  that  Attic  simplicity 

was  overlaid  by  the  tawdry  taste  of  the  Orientals 
among  whom  Greek  letters  were  diffused  by  the 
conquests  of  Alexander.  It  is  true  that,  in  the  new 
Hellenic  settlements  of  Caria,  Mysia  and  the  Helles- 
pont, Greek  nationality  was  less  pure,  and  that  when 
the  Augustan  Atticists  wished  to  stigmatise  their 
opponents  they  loved  to  call  them  Phrygians.^  But 
the  depravation  began  in  Athens  itself:  it  became 
universal,  because  the  demoralisation  of  the  Greeks 
was  universal :  it  passed  over  to  Asia  with  the  litera- 
ture of  the  emigration,  and  there  it  grew  worse  :  but 
it^grew  worse  everywhere  else  too.  Callisthenes  of 
Stageirus,  Timaeus  of  Tauromenium,  had  the  "  Asiatic  " 
tendency  as  distinctly  as  any  son  of  Tralles  or  Ala- 
banda.     "Asiatic,"  as  applied  to  Greek  oratory,  is 

^  A  lost    treatise  of   Caecilius  —  phrases :  Soidas  s.  t.  Koujr£Xcw.     Of. 

who    also  wrote    on    the    question,  Cic.    Orai,    §    25,    Jtctque    Caria  d 

rtyi    dia4>ip€i    6    'Amicdf    f^Xoj    tou  Phrygia    et    Mysia,    quod    fnimnu 

*A<riavoO  —  was     called     xarh     r(av  polHae    minimeque    elegantes    sunt^ 

^pvyuv  —  being  a  polemical    intro-  ascivcrunt  opimum  quoddam  et  torn- 

daction    to   his    Lexicon    of   Attic  quam  adipatae  didionis  genus. 
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properly  a  geographical  term  only.  It  expresses  the 
fact  that,  from  about  320  to  about  280  B.C.,  the  new 
Greek  settlements  in  Asia  Minor  were  the  parts  of 
Hellas  in  which  oratory  and  prose  literature  were 
most  actively  cultivated.  The  general  character  of 
this  prose  was  the  same  as  the  general  character  of 
prose  in  Sicily,  at  Athens,  and  in  every  other  part 
of  Hellas.  "Asianism"  versus  "Atticism"  means 
the  New  versus  the  Old  Oratory.  The  essential  dif- 
ference between  them  is  this.  The^ld  Oratory  was  Bssentiai 
an  art,  and  wiafl_therefore  baged  jipon  a  theory.  The  between 
New  Oratory  was  a  knack,  rpi^'q,  and  was  founded  an^^"™ 
upon  practice,,  fiekirr).  Atticism  was  technical  and, 
in  its  highest  phase,  scientific.  Asianism  was  em- 
pirical.  The  flourishing  period  of  Asianism  was 
that  during  which  the  whole  training  of  the  rhetor 
consisted  in  declamation.  The  revival  of  Atticism 
dates  from  the  moment  when  attention  was  recalled 
to  theory. 

From  300  to  about  250  B.C.  the  general  course  conneof 

^  the  Decline 

of  the  decline  can  be  made  out  with  tolerable  clear-  and  the 
ness.      From   250   to   about    150   B.c.    all   is   dark. 
When    light    comes  again,   Asianism   is   seen   fully    . 
developed  and  wholly  triumphant ;(; but  a  reaction  to/ 
Atticism  is  setting  in.     This  reaction  may  be  con- 
sidered as  beginning  with   Hermagoras  of  Temnos, 
about    110   B.c.,^   and   as   completed    at    Eome    byW 
Dionysius  of  Halicarnassus,  about  20  b.c. 

The  general  character  of  Asianism,  or  the  New 

^  See  Blass  in  his  book  on  Greek  the  technicist  had  then  been  long 

Oratory  from  Alexander  to  AuguS'  dead.       As    Blass    says,    he    must 

tus,   p.   85.     From  Cic.   de  Invent,  at  least  belong  to  the  2nd  century 

I.  §  8  it  is  clear  that  Hermagoras  B.c. 
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Prose,  results  from  the  fact  that  it  is  founded  on  no 
theory  of  prose-writing  as  an  art.  The  prose  com- 
position, whether  history  or  oration,  is  not  contem- 
plated as  a  whole,  and  consequently  no  care  is  taken 
to  preserve  a  symmetry  of  parts.  Hence  arises 
exaggeration  ;  and  this  exaggeration  is  usually  in  one 
of  two  principal  directions.  Sometimes  it  is  an 
exaggerated  desire  of  grandeur  or  splendour  which 
leads  the  writer  to  say  all  things  in  a  diction  which 
should  have  been  kept  for  the  great  things.  Some- 
times it  is  an  exaggerated  desire  of  point  which 
makes  him  heedless  whether  the  thought  which  he 
is  expressing  is  obscured  or  made  ridiculous  by  the 
turn  which  he  gives  to  it.  Asianism  oscillates 
between  bombast  and  importunate  epigram.  The 
fresh  currents  of  public  criticism  in  the  Athens  of 
Pericles  would  have  blown  such  tricks  to  the  winds : 
in  schools  or  palaces  their  sickly  growth  was 
sheltered : — 

and  not  the  Sun-god's  fire, 
Not  heaven's  pure  dew  comes  there,  nor  any  wind. 

During  the  first  half-century  or  so  of  the  decadence 
— to  about  250  B.C. — ^we  are  able  to  see  this,  at  least, 
clearly,  that  the  new  tendencies  are  at  work  in  all 
schools  alike.  Not  even  the  definite  Isocratic  type, 
or  the  scientific  Ehetoric  founded  by  Aristotle,  is 
Demetrius  proof  against  them.  Aristotle's  pupil  Demetrius  of 
Phalerum  is  named  by  Cicero  as  the  first  who  im- 
paired the  strength  of  Attic  oratory,  "  preferring  his 
own  sweetness  to  the  weight  and  dignity  of  his 
predecessors."  ^     His  style,  like  his  life,  was  elegantly 

*  Cic  Brvi,  §  88. 


These 
tendencies 
nniyersal, 
320-250 

B.C. 
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luxurious ;  but  in  becoming  ornate  it  became  nerve- 
less ;  there  is  no  longer,  says  Cicero,  "  sucus  ille  et 
sanguis  incorruptus,"  the  sap,  the  fresh  vigour,  which 
had  hitherto  been  in  oratory ;  in  their  place  there  is 
"  fucatus  nitor,"  an  artificial  gloss.  ^  In  the  school  of 
Isocrates,  the  decline  is  represented  by  Callisthenes  cam- 
of  Stageirus,  Who  accompanied  Alexander  to  the 
East,  and  who,  in  a  memoir,  described  the  Pam- 
phylian  Sea  as  lashing  its  shores  for  joy  at  the  hero's 
approach.  Timaeus  of  Tauromenium,  also  an  imitator  Timaeus. 
of  Isocrates,  did  not  err  on  this  side,  but  had  the 
taste  for  verbal  conceits  in  a  measure  which  the 
Middle   Comedy  would  not  have   tolerated.     Cleit-  cieit- 

arcliiis 

archus,  son  of  the  historian  Deinon,  was  more  like 
Callisthenes ;  as  the  author  of  the  treatise  On 
Sublimity  observes,^  "His  pipe  is  small,  but  he 
blows  it  loud";  and  the  criticism  is  justified  by  a 
specimen  of  his  manner  which  another  writer  has 
preserved.  Cleitarchus,  describing  the  habits  of  a 
bee,  said,  KoravkyL^Tai  tt^p  opeivriVy — just,  the  critic 
complains,  as  if  he  had  been  speaking  of  the 
Erymanthian  boar.^  But  the  new  tendencies  are 
more  strongly  exemplified  by  Hegesias  of  Magnesia  HegesiM. 
(about  270  B.C.),  who  has  sometimes  been  called, 
in  a  misleading  phrase,  the  founder  of  Asianism. 
Hegesias  was  deliberately  opposed  to  everything  that 
Isocrates  had  introduced  and  Demosthenes  had  per- 
fected. In  diction,  he  was  a  coarse  imitator  of 
Lysias ;  in  composition,  he  adopted  a  style  of  short 
clauses  which  was  his  own.     Dionysius*  pronounces 

^  Cic.  Oral,  §  92.  '  Demetr.  xept  ipfiriPtlas,  §  804. 

^  repl  fh//ovs,  ill.  2.  *  De  eomp.  verb,  p.  122. 
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him  "  finnikin  "  {fiixpoKOfiyltop),  "  languid,"  and  blames 
especially  his  "  ignoble  rhythms  " — meaning  thereby 
especially  the  trochee  and  the  tribrach  as  oppc«ed  to 
the  paeon  and  the  dactyl.  But  the  chief  character- 
istic of  his  style  must  have  been  the  curious  com- 
bination of  jerkiness  and  magniloquence,  of  which 
the   following  is   a  specimen  :  ^  —  ofjuoi^ov   Treirolfjica^, 

^AXe^avSpe,  Qiy^a?  KaTaa-Kayfra^;,  d)^  &v  el  6  Zew  ex  rrj^ 
Kar  ovpavov  ^pIZo^  iKpoKoi  Ttfv  aeX'qprjv.  rov  yhp  fjKiov 
inroXel'jrofiai  Tai<:  ^KOrjvaL^.  Bvo  yhp  avrai  iroXei^  t^9 
'E\\aSo9  Ijaav  Syltec^.  Bvo  koI  'ire pi  t^9  erepa^  arfwviSt 
vvp,      6   fiev   yctp    eh  avr&p  o^OaXfio^   f)   Qijfiaiafv   ixxe- 

Koirrat  iroU^.     Within  fifty  years  after  the  death  of 

Demosthenes,  Hegesias  could  be  a  favourite.     Gorgias 

of  Athens,  Cicero's  master,  took  his  examples  from 

Hegesias   as  well   as  from  Demosthenes    and    Hy- 

pereides ;   Varro  ^  and  Strabo  ^  praised  him  ;    and  it 

was  reserved  for  Cicero  and  Dionysius   to   discover 

that  he  was  an  example  of  what  is  to  be  avoided. 

Period     /        From    250    to    150   B.C.    the   history   of    Greek 

to*i50B.c.  oratory  is  as  obscure  as  the  names  which  represent 

obscure,      -j.      -g^^^  ^^  appears  from  the  sequel,  such  general 

tendencies  as  those  represented  by  Timaeus  on  the 

one  hand,  and  by  Callisthenes  or  Hegesias,  on  the 

Cicero  on    othcr,  had  been  gaining  ground.     "  There  are,"  says 

WncuTf     Cicero,  "two  kinds  of  the  Asiatic  style.      One  is 

Asiamsm.    ^pijQi^tic,  pointed,  with  turns  of  thought  which  have 

less  weight   or   moral  dignity    than    neatness    and 

elegance.  .  .  .  The  other  kind  is  not  studded. with 

such  points;    rather  it  rushes  with   an   impetuous 

*  Phot  cod,  250,  pp.  446  f.,  who      180  B.C. 
quotes    it    from    Agatharchides,    a  '  Cic.  ad  Att,  zii.  6. 

geographer    who    flourished    about  *  Strabo,  p.  396. 


XXIV   .         THE  DECLINE  AND   THE  REVIVAL  445 

stream,  and  this  is  the  manner  now  universal  in  Asia 
(50  B.C.).  But  it  is  not  merely  fluent ;  its  language 
is  also  ornate  and  polished.  This  was  the  style  used 
by  Aeschylus  of  Cnidus  and  by  my  contemporary, 
Aeschines  of  Miletus.  They  were  distinguished  by 
rushing  eloquence,  not  by  epigrammatic  turns  of 
thought." ' 

The  first  of  these  two  manners,  the  epigrammatic, 
was  represented,  according  to  Cicero,  by  the  brothers 
Hierocles  and  Menecles  of  Alabanda,  about  120  b.c. 
The  second  manner,  that  of  ornate  declamation,  is 
represented  by  Aeschylus  of  Cnidus  and  Aeschines 
of  Miletus,  about  80  b.c.  It  may  be  observed  that  why  one 
the  full  development  of  the  declamatory  manner  the  other  * 
naturally  came  later  than  the  other ;  for  it  was  the 
last  result  of  those  declamatory  exercises  on  which 
Asianism  was  founded.^  In  the  progress  of  the 
decadence  Hegesias  was  to  Aeschylus  of  Cnidus  much 
what  Antiphon  was  to  Demosthenes. 

At  the  time  when  Asianism  of  the  sententious  Atticism 

f%  ,         !  prepared 

kind  was  prevalent,  the  first  step  towards  the  revival  ibwHerma- 
of  Atticism  was  taken  by   Hermagoras   of  Temnos.^"' 
The  art  of  Rhetoric,  which  now  for  a  century  and  a  Revival 

of  a 

half  had  exercised  little  influence  on   oratory,  had  Theory, 
passed  at  Athens   through   two   phases.     First,  the  Phaseaof 
Practical  Rhetoric  founded  in  Sicily  by  Corax  had  the  Prac- 
been  perfected  by  Anaximenes  and  Isocrates.     This 
could  not  exist  without  a  practical  object ;  it  perished 
before  Athens  had  become  what  Athens  was  in  the 

^  Brut,  §  325.  'VodiaKbv  didatrKoKeiovwaaimdoMhtedly 

'  Aeschines    opened    a    school  at  a  school  of  declamation:  Aeschines 

Rhodes    when    he    left    Athens    in  did  not    profess    to    teach    the  art 

830  B.C. :  [Plut]  ViU.  X.  OraU,    This  of  Rhetoric. 
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days  of  Polybius.  "  The  sea  is  there  and  the  head- 
lands and  the  everlasting  hills;  Athend  still  stands, 
spear  in  hand,  as  the  guardian  of  her  chosen  city; 
DSmos  still  sits  in  the  Pnyx ;  he  still  chooses  Archoiis 
by  the  lot  and  Generals  by  the  uplifted  hand ;  but  the 
fierce  democrapy  has  sunk  into  the  lifelessness  of  a 
cheerless  and  dishonoured  old  age ;  its  decrees  con- 
sist of  fulsome  adulation  of  foreign  kings ;  its  dema- 
gogues and  orators  are  sunk  into  beggars  who  wander 
from  court  to  court  to  gather  a  few  talents  of  alms 
for  the  People  which  once  received  tribute  from  a 
thousand  cities."  ^  But,  just  as  the  Practical  Rhetoric  ^ 
was  about  to  perish  because  its  occupation  was  gone, 
Aristotle  claimed  Rhetoric  for  philosophy.  The 
ThePhiio-  Philosophical  Rhetoric  necessarily  aimed,  of  course, 

sodIiigaI  * 

at  forming  practical  orators;  but,  unlike  its  pre- 
decessor, it  had  a  reason  for  existing  independently 
of  results.  In  the  schools  of  the  philosophers  accord- 
ingly, and  chiefly  in  the  Peripatetic  school,  it  had 
lived  on.  Hermagoras  now  worked  up  the  treatises  ^ 
both  of  the  Practical  and  of  the  Philosophical  Rhetoric 
into  a  new  system.  His  object  was  practical ;  but  he 
followed  the  philosophers  in  giving  his  chief  care  to 
i^  the  province  of  Invention.  Erring  on  the  side  of  too 
much  subtlety,  he  founded  a  Rhetoric  which,  as  dis-' 
tinguished  from  the  Practical  and  the  Philosophical, 
The  may  be  called  the  Scholastic.^     For  Greek  oratory 

Its  Tises  to  *^^^  could  do  little  directly.     But  for  Roman  oratory 


p- 


Greece  and 
to  Rome. 


Hermagoras  and  his  followers  did  very  much  what 
the  school  of  Isocrates  had  done  for  Athens.     And 

^  Freeman,     History    of    Federal      see    Volkmann,    Die    Rhetarik    dtr 
OovemmerU,  vol.  i.  p.  221.  Cfriechen  und  Mmer:    esp.  §§  S-4, 

^  For  the  system  of  Hermagoras,      pp.  20-30. 
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both  to  Greece  and  to  Rome  they  did  good  service 
by  reviving  the  conception  of  oratory  not  as  a  knack 
but  as  an  art,  and  so  preparing  men  once  more  to 
discern  between  the  true  artists  and  the  false.     It  is  kevivai  of 

Sculpture 

not  a  mere  coincidence,  it  is  one  illustration  more  of  contempo- 
the  close  bond  between  oratory  and  the  other  arts  Atticism, 
that,  just  about  the  time  when  the  Atticist  revival 
was  beginning,  there  are  traces  of  a  renascence  in 
Greek  sculpture.     From  about  300  to   150  B.c.  the  Reaction 
school   of  Lysippus  had  prevailed — a   school  which  school  of 
substituted  the  real  for  the  ideal,  selecting  the  basest    ^'  ^^^^ 
subjects  if  in  these  a  frigid  technical  skill  could  be 
shown  forth.     In  sculpture,  as  in  oratory,  ingenuity 
or  pretension   had   marred   simplicity,    dignity   and 
beauty ;  and  the  generation  that  began  to  revolt  from 
Hegesias  began  also  to  revolt  from  Lysippus. 

It  may  have  been  Cicero  who  paid  a  compliment  so-caiied 
to  his  teacher  Molon  by  setting  the  fashion  of  dis-  school : 
tinguishing   a   Rhodian  School  from  the  Attic  and 
the  Asiatic.     Such  a  school  is  unknown  to  Dionysius, 
Caecilius   or   Strabo.      It  is,   in    fact,   confusing  to 
treat  it  as  separate.     The  Rhodian  orators,  so  far  as 
they  had  a  common  stamp,  were  eclectics,  borrowing  a  mew 
from  the  epigrammatic  Asianism,  but,  on  the  whole,  misem 
inclined   to   Atticism    of    the   type    represented   by  Atticism. 
Hypereides.      Under  the   Successors   of  Alexander,  Rhodes 
Rhodes  had  become  important,  first,  politically,  and  Diadochi. 
then,  as  a  result  of  this,  in  a  literary  and  scientific 
sense.     The  oratorical  school  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  famous  before  100  b.c.     Apollonius  and  Molon  Fame  for 
were   both   Carians   of    Alabanda,   who,   like   many  from  circ. 
other    men   whose    names    illustrated    Rhodes,   mi-  ^^^  ''•'• 


448 


THE  ATTIC  ORATORS 


CHAP. 


Estimate 
of  the 
Rhodian 
merits. 


Aoman 
•  view  of 
Oratory. 


Progress  of 
the  Greek 
view  at 
Rome. 


Declama- 
tions : 


\ 
I. 
•J 


grated  thither  for  a  career.  Cicero  is  no  impartial 
panegyrist  of  a  school  to  which  he  probably  owed 
many  faults ;  and,  in  the  judgment  of  Dionysius, 
the  Atticism  of  the  Ehodians  was  perverse.  Yet, 
in  its  degree,  it  must  have  done  good  service  at  a 
time  when  florid  declamation  was  almost  universally 
popular ;  and,  through  Cicero,  it  brought  the  better 
of  two  rival  influences  into  the  mighty  stream  of 
Roman  life. 

Before  Roman  oratory  could  be  even  indirectly 
influenced  by  Greek,  there  was  an  obstacle  to  be 
removed.  The  Roman  mind,  unlike  the  Greek,  didv 
not  instinctively  conceive  the  public  speaker  as  an 
artist.  It  conceived  him  strictly  as  a  citizen,  weighty 
by  piety,  years,  or  office,  who  has  something  to  say 
for  the  good  of  the  other  citizens,  and  whose  dig- 
nity, hardly  less  than  the  value  of  his  hearer's  time, 
enjoins  a  pregnant  and  severe  conciseness.  Cato  de-^ 
tested  Greek  rhetoric.  The  Gracchi,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  more  Hellenic  in  their  tastes ;  and  before 
100  B.C.  the  florid  Asianism  had  admirers  and  per- 
haps imitators  at  Rome.  Declamations  in  Greek  on 
abstract  questions  (Secret?,  quaestiones)  were  first  in- 
troduced :  then,  about  Cicero's  time,  came  exercises 
on  definite  cases  founded  in  fact  (JmoOeaet^y  causae), 
either  forensic  or  deliberative — the  latter  being 
suasoi^ae.  In  Cicero's  time,  or  a  little  later,  there 
were  also  coiitroversiae — dealing  with  special  situa- 
tions, but  not  with  special  persons ;  e.g.,  what  a 
brave  man  is  to  do  in  such  or  such  circumstances; 
and  these  at  once  recall  the  nature  of  the  exercises 
which  Aeschines  is  said  to  have  founded  at  Rhodes. 
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Lastly,  under  the  Empire,  we  have  declamations  on 
poetical  or  fancy  themes.     Now,  all  these  declamatory  favourable 
exercises  were  in  the  interest  of  Asianism.     What  was 


ism. 


Bills. 


necessary  to  give  Atticism  a  future  at  Eome  was  that 
the  theory  of  Rhetoric  should  have  a  place  there. 
It  was  a  great  step  gained  when,  about  92  B.O.,  L. 
Plotius  and  others  opened  schools  for  the  teaching  of  Roman 
Rhetoric  in  Latin.  The  censors,  as  might  have  been  Rhetoric, 
expected,  opposed  this  :  in  the  last  days  of  the 
Republic,  Rome  was  rather  scandalised  by  the  first 
instance  of  a  Knight  teaching  Rhetoric ;  but  learners 
were  numerous  from  the  first. 

As  early  as  90  B.C.,  then,  the  Greek  conception  of 
oratory  was  established  at  Rome.     Roman  oratory  was 
to  be,  in  some  way,  artistic.     The  question  remained,  Asianism 
Was  this  way  to  be  the  "  Asiatic  "  or  the  "  Attic  "  ?      TSm. 

About  95  B.C.  Hortensius  began  to  be  the  Latin  Horten- 
representative  of  Asianism.  It  was  his  distinction 
that  he  combined  its  two  manners,  sententious  point 
and  florid  declamation.  His  vivacity  was  probably 
his  best  quality :  it  is  characteristic  of  the  man  that 
he  studied  all  aids  to  theatrical  efiect,  and  also  that, 
when  he  had  reached  the  consulship,  his  oratorical 
ambitions  were  fulfilled.  Cicero  now  comes  forward  Cicero. 
as  the  representative  of  the  Rhodian  eclecticism.  His 
success,  though  not  exactly  a  victory  for  the  Attic 
school,  was,  at  least,  a  sure  sign  that  the  Atticists 
would  finally  prevail.  Cicero,  like  his  Rhodian 
masters,  is  by  no  means  emancipated  from  Asianism ; 
and,  in  a  comparison  with  Demosthenes,  his  faults  of 
form  are  made  more  conspicuous  by  the  usual  absence 
of  great  thoughts  and  of  really  noble  feeling.     The 
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force  of  the  recent  and  surely  extravagant  reaction 
against  Cicero  comes  from  the  habit  of  regarding  him 
as  the  great  Roman  orator,  not  as  the  greatjloman 
master  of  literary  rhetorical  prose.  His^j^roper  Greek/ 
analogue  is  not  Demosthenes  but  Isocrates.  As  a 
practical  orator,  Cicero  can  scarcely  be  placed  in  the 
second  rank  by  those  who  know  the  Attic  models. 
As  a  stylist  in  the  epideictic  kind,  though  he  has  not 
consummate  art,  he  joins  versatile  strength  to  bril- 
liancy and  abundance  in  a  degree  which  has  never 
been  equalled. 

Caivus.  The  pure  Atticism  of  Rome  may  be  dated  from 

about  60  B.C.  Its  best  representative  was  the  poet 
and  forensic  orator,  Gaius  Licinius  Caivus  (82-48 
B.C.),  who  imitated  Lysias  in  a  field  of  work  as 
limited  as  the  Greek  writer's  own,  but  who,  like 
Lysias,  was  not  untouched  by  a  generous  sympathy 
with  the  great  political  interests  of  his  day.     Next  to 

Messaiia     Calvus  probably  came  Messalla  Corvinus,  who  trans- 

OorviDtis* 

lated  the  defence  of  Phryne  by  Hypereides,  and  who 
is  said  to  have  been  not  unsuccessful  in  reproducing 
something  of  the  master  s  eloquence.  Atticism  was 
the  return,  not  to  a  school,  but  to  a  phase  of  the  Greek 
mind :  and,  as  the  men  who  represented  this  phase 
were  most  various,  it  was  inevitable  that  the  revival 
should  have  factions.  One  sect  of  the  earlier  Roman 
The  sects    Atticists  Worshipped  Xenophon ;  another,  Thucydides ; 

of  Roman  _  ,  . 

Atticism :    auothcr,  Lysias  and  Hypereides.     To  adopt  Xenophon 
Xenophon-  as  an  oratorical  standard  was  a  mere  mistake:  in 

tics  ; 

style,  he  is  an  unpractical  Andocides :  and,  for  the 
advocate  at  least,  no  model  could  be  less  suitable.^ 

^  A  forcnsi  strepUu  remotissimvs :  Cic.  OraL  §  32. 
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Thucyclides,  again,  is  at  once  transitional  and  unique  :  Timcydi- 
to  imitate  him  in  another  language  was  therefore  a 
twofold  error.     The  Lysians  and  Hypereideans  could  Lysians 
have  shown  far  better  reason  for  their  choice,  if  only  pereideans. 
the  distinctive  excellence  of  Lysias  and  Hypereides, 
their  x"/^*'?  ^^  grace,  had  not  been  the  very  thing 
which  no  Greek  had  succeeded  in  reproducing,  and 
which  manifestly  could  not  be  translated   into   an 
idiom  which  was  not  its  own.     At  last  Dionysius 
came  forward  to   maintain   that  the   excellences   of  Demo- 

KtillfilllCS 

Thucydides,  of  Isocrates,  of  Lysias,  and  if  these,  then 

the  excellences  of  Xenophon  and  Hypereides  too,  meet 

in  Demosthenes. 

It   must   be   borne   in   mind   that   the  practical  Fruits  of 

benefits  to  be  derived  from  Atticism  by  Rome  were  for  Rome 

If 

of  a  difierent  order  from  those  which  could  be  derived  Greece, 
from  it  by  Greece.  Rome  was  only  developing  her 
artistic  literature  :  Greece  had  seen  hers  pass  through 
maturity  to  decay.  The  sapling  might  be  trained  to 
lines  of  growth  in  which  it  should  bear  fruit  here- 
after; the  withered  tree  could  blossom  no  more. 
The  Atticist  Revival  gave  Rome  true  canons  for  living 
work.  It  gave  Greece,  not  this,  but  the  only  thing 
now  possible,  a  standard  for  the  appreciation  of  the 
past.  The  representative  of  the  revival,  as  it  aflfected 
Rome,  is  Cicero.  The  representative  of  the  revival,  Dionysius 
as  it  afiected  both  Rome  and  Greece,  is  Dionysius  of 
Halicarnassus,  the  greatest  critic  of  the  ancient  world 
who  was  not  a  philosopher.  Philosophical  criticism 
began  with  Aristotle ;  and,  for  antiquity,  may  be  said 
to  have  ended  with  him.  But  the  literary  criticism  the  uterary 
of  the  ancient  world  was  never  so  thorough  as  in  antiquity. 
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Scope  of     Dionysius.     He  and  his  friend  Caeciliiis,  those  two 
chosen  by   men  who,  in  the  reign  of  Augustus,  gave  a  coniplete 
Caeciliiis.    expression  to  all  the  tendencies  and  energies  of  the 
reaction  which  had  been  growing  for  nearly  a  century, 
had  this  for  a   common   characteristic,  —  they  were 
determined  not  to  lose  themselves  in  the  subtleties 
of  the  new  Scholastic  Rhetoric :  they  saw  that  there 
Technical    was  better  work  to  be  done.     They  did  not  try  to 
not  their     Strike  out  a  new  path  through  these  technical  mazes, 
like  ApoUodorus  of  Pergamus  or  his  antagonist  Theo- 
dorus  of  Gadara  just  before  them,  or  like  Hermogenes 
after  them.     On  technical  points,  Dionysius  generally 
goes  back  to  Aristotle  or  Theophrastus.     He  and  his 
friend  saw  that  the  revival  of  theory  had  performed 
its  part,  by  recalling  attention  to  those  works  of  true 
art  by  which  the  theory  was  illustrated.     What  was 
Aesthetic    now  nccdcd  was  not  a  more  minute  analysis  but  a 
now  better  aesthetic  criticism.      For  Cicero's  teacher  at 

Athens,  Demosthenes  and  Hegesias  were  alike  classical. 
This  must  not  be.     Men  must  be  taught  to  feel,  and 
not  merely  to  recognise  by  a  mechanical  test,  that 
Hegesias  and  Demosthenes  are  of  diflFerent  orders. 
This  desire  of  clearer  insight  into  the  things  which 
make  the  Attic  excellences  was  necessarily  connected 
with  the  task  of  separating  genuine  from  spurious 
Discrimi-     works.     In  the  catalogues  of  the  orators   (furropucoi 
true  and     iriva/ces)  at  Pcrgamus  or  Alexandria  the  librarian  had 
^Hings.     merely  to  register  the  traditional  authorship.      He 
could  not  enter  upon  critical  inquiries.     Such  inquiries 
were  undertaken  by  Dionysius  and  Caecilius.      The 
paper  of  Dionysius   on   Deinarchus   exemplifies   his 
method.     The  evidence  used  is  external  as  well  as 
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internal :  the  rhetor's  life  is  sketched ;  his  models 
are  indicated ;  the  tradition  is  tried  by  its  warranty, 
by  that  conception  of  the  writer's  style  which  the 
critic  has  formed  for  himself,  and  by  the  subject- 
matter.  Dionysius  was,  however,  pre-eminently  the  special 
literary  critic,  Caecilius  was  pre-eminently  the  scholar  DiouyRiuB, 
and  grammarian.  The  treatment  of  the  Attic  orators 
by  the  two  men  respectively  suggests  the  greater 
independence  and  greater  subtlety  of  Dionysius 
in   this  field.      On   the   other  hand,   Caecilius  was  ami  of 

1         /.  "I   .  .  1  •   1      T^-  Caecilius. 

the  nrst  to  cultivate  a  provmce  on  which  Diony- 
sius does  not  seem  to  have  entered.  The  register 
of  Attic  phrases  compiled  by  Caecilius — who  prob- 
ably wrote  a  rhetorical  lexicon  also  —  stood, 
as  the  first  of  its  kind,  between  the  glossaries 
of  Alexandria  and  such  later  lexicons  as  those  of 
Harpocration. 

The  spirit  which  animated  all  this  various  work  Asianism 

r  •  /»ii«  "111**  viewed 

came  from  a  certain  way  01  looking  at  the  whole  by  cicero 

and  bv 

development  of  Greek  prose  since  Alexander.  Cicero,  Greek 
the  Roman,  conceives  Atticism  as  an  unbroken  tradi- 
tion, which  was  merely  adulterated  and  debased  by 
those  influences  which  are  called  Asiatic.  In  one 
sense  this  is  most  true.  Athens  made  once  for  all 
the  conquest  of  Hellenic  prose.  The  forms  of  the 
Attic  dialect  became  once  for  all  the  standard  forms 
of  Greek  literature,  and  are  so  in  the  newspapers  of 
to-day.  From  Polybius  to  Trikoupes  the  literary 
supremacy  of  Athens  has  been  acknowledged  by  men 
who  have  written  in  a  dialect  which  they  did  not 
speak.  It  has  been  truly  said  that  the  latest  Byzan- 
tine  was,  in   language,   nearer    to   Xenophon   than 


i^ 
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Xenophon  was  to  Herodotus/  On  the  other  hand, 
just  as  a  Roman  could  scarcely  comprehend  the  feeling 
with  which  Demosthenes  regarded  Philip,  so  a  Roman 
could  scarcely  comprehend  the  feeling  with  which 
Dionysius  and  Caecilius  regarded  Hegesias.  To  those 
Greek  scholars  living  in  Augustan  Rome,  Asianism, 
when  they  looked  back  on  it  and  compared  it  witli 
the  art  of  better  days,  seemed  not  merely  a  debase- 
ment, but  an  extinction,  of  the  soul  by  which  that 
art  had  lived.  Attic  forms  might  be  retained ;  but 
without  the  Attic  spirit  they  were  dead.  The  conti- 
Dioiiysius    uuity  had  been  merely  outward.     Let  us  hear  Dio- 


on  the 


d 


.yf 


Decline  uysius  say  this  in  his  own  vivid  words.  **  Great 
^Vivai.  thanks  might  justly  be  given  to  our  days,  most 
excellent  Ammaeus,  as  well  for  an  improvement  in 
other  branches  of  culture,  as  particularly  for  the 
signal  advance  that  has  been  made  by  the  study  of 
Civil  Oratory.  1^  For,  in  the  'times  before  ours,  the  ^ 
old  scientific  Rhetoric  was  threatened  with  aboUtion 
by  the  contumelies  and  outrages  that  it  suffered. 
From  the  death  of  Alexander  of  Macedon  it  began  to 
yield  up  its  spirit  and  gradually  to  fade ;  and  in  our 
own  generation  it  was  all  but  totally  extinguished. 
A  stranger  crept  into  the  other's  place — immodest, 
theatrical,  ill-bred,  intolerable,  imbued  neither  with 
philosophy  nor  with  any  other  liberal  discipline  ; 
stealthily  she  imposed  on  the  ignorance  of  the  multi- 
tude ;  and,  besides  living  in  greater  wealth,  luxury, 
splendour  than  her  predecessor,  drew  into  her  own 
hands  all  those  threads  of  political  power  and  influ- 
ence  which   should   have   been   held   by   her   wiser 

^  Freeman,  Unity  of  History. 
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sistfer.  Utterly  vulgar  and  meddlesome,  the  usurper 
at/^last  made  Greece  like  to  the  households  of  mis- 
guided profligates.  For,  even  as  in  such  houses  the 
true  wife,  free-born  and  virtuous,  sits  powerless  over 
all  that  is  her  own,  while  a  giddy  paramour,  a  pre- 
sence fatal  to  the  home,  claims  to  govern  its  fortunes, 
heaping  scorns  and  threats  on  their  rightful  queen; 
even  so  in  every  city — ay,  and  worst  of  all,  in  the 
seats  of  culture  no  less  than  elsewhere — the  Attic 
Muse,  daughter  of  the  land  and  of  its  memories,  had 
been  disinherited  and  made  a  mockery,  while  the 
abuse  that  had  come  but  yesterday  from  some  bar- 
barians of  Asia,  an  outlandish  baggage  from  Phrygia 
or  Caria,  presumed  to  rule  the  cities  of  Greece,  when, 
by  her,  the  other  had  been  driven  from  their  councils  j 
— the  wise  damsel  by  the  foolish,  the  modest  by  the  J 
mad."  ^ 

Atticism  could  not  quicken  the  dead  things  ofYermanent 
Greece,  nor  could  it  permanently  guard  Rome  against  the  revival, 
the  intrusions  of  a  false  taste.     Two  things,  however, 
it  did,  and  for  these  it  deserves  the  gratitude  of  man- 
kind.    Itset^cQixficLjilodeJs  before  those  great  KopjaA 
writersjsvho^Jn  thpir  tatfn-,  -have  been  examples  to  the 
modern  world.    It  founded  a  Greek  criticism  of  Greek 
literature _in  which  the  perspective  was  just,  and  re- 
corded the  reasons  of  men,  whose  qualifications  and 
opportunities  were  complete,  for  comparative  estimates 
which  the  sense  of  posterity  has  approved,  but  to 
which  posterity   alone    could    not    have    given    so  7 
authoritative  a  sanction.     Greek  lived  on,  to  be  the 
tongue  in  which  Marcus  and  Julian,  by  the  Danube 

^  Dionys.  ire/^i  twv  d/)x.  ftrjrdpuVf  proem. 
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or  the  Rhine,  asserted  the  late  supremacy  of  a  wisdom 
that  carried  the  seeds  of  death,  to  bring  the  message 
of  a  hope  beyond  the  grave  and  to  bear  on  a  strenu- 
ous tide  the  voices  of  men  whom  that  promise  made 
sublime,  to  be  the  record  of  empire  in  the  city  of 
Constantine,  to  write  its  legends  on  the  stones  of 
Ravenna  or  to  blazon  them  on  the  apses  of  Venice 
and  Torcello,  even  to  keep  bright  the  memories  of 
civil  freedom  where,  in  a  northern  isolation,  in  the 
Tauric  land  washed  by  the  harbourless  sea,  the  fire 
once  taken  from  Megara  burned  for  centuries  on  the 
last  altar  of  the  hearth  that  had  a  Greek  common- 
wealth for  its  shrine,  and  at  last,  in  our  own  age,  after 
a  second  deliverance  from  the  barbarian,  most  happily 
to  become  once  more  the  language  of  a  free  Greek 
people;  but  never  under  any  sky  to  recover  that 
balance  of  its  native  qualities  which  had   been   so 
perfect  and  so  transient.    Yet  the  writers  and  speakers 
who  had  moulded  Attic   speech  were   to   have  au 
influence  which  should  be  world-wide  and  perpetual 
even  when  it  was  unfelt.     After  that  long  night  for 
Greek  art  which  began  with  the  death  of  Alexander, 
when  the  cold  dawn  of  a  new  day  was  breaking  on 
the  earth  silent  under  the  dominion  of  Augustus,  men 
of  Greek  race  rekindled  an  instinct  for  the  best  things 
that  Greece  had  done  in  the  half-forgotten  morning  of 
her  gladness,  her  glorious  strength,  her  beauty  made 
musical  by  intelligent  and  gracious  self-mastery.     As 
the  little  band  of  Xenophon  s  comrades,  hemmed  in 
by  barbarians  and  fighting  their  way  back  to  Hellas 
out  of  the  heart  of  Asia,  burst  into  a  cry  of  joy  as 
they  saw  from  the  hill-top  the  first  light  of  the  waves 
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of  the  Euxine,  so  thejse  loyal  workers  were  rejoiced 
afar  oflF  by  a  gleam  from  the  sunlit  surface  of  that 
clear  sea  which  ripples  at  the  feet  of  a  pure  and  an 
immortal  Aphrodite.  They  strove  on,  and  won  their 
way  to  their  goal :  for  they  brought  the  Athenian 
spirit  once  more  into  the  central  current  of  human 
life  by  communicating  it  to  the  genius  of  Rome. 
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Abrocomas,  ii.  158 

Abydus,  revolt  of,  from  Athens,  i. 
108  ;  success  of  Antalcidas  near, 
238 

Academy,  the,  i.  101  ;  ii.  13,  89 

Acharnae,  ii.  12 

Achamians  of  Aristophanes,  i.  105 

Achilles,  the  contest  for  the  arms  of, 
ii.  52 ;  sent  by  Thetis  to  Troy, 
101 

Adoption,  the  use  of,  in  primitive 
society,  ii.  316 

Adrastus,  ii  118,  152,  180 

Adriatic,  seaboard  of,  untouched  by 
Philip,  ii.  167 

Advocates,  the  public,  at  Athens,  i. 
cxxviiL  ;  private,  forbidden  to  take 
money,  ib, 

Aeacidae,  the  house  of  the,  ii.  1 05 

Aeacus,  ii.  120 

Aegean  Sea,  pirates  in  the,  ii.  149 

Aegeus,  ii.  100 

Aegina,  Pericles'  description  of,  i. 
27  ;  medism  at,  128  ;  war  between 
Athens  and,  ih.  ;  siege  of,  202 ; 
case  of  Thrasylochus  at,  ii.  218  et 
seq. 

Aegincticus  of  Isocrates,  ii.  7,  78, 
214,  21Setseq,,  315 

Aegospotami,  L  93,  215,  261,  268 

Aenus,  i.  55 
Aeolus,  ii.  93,  96 

Aeschines  the  orator,  i.  104,  127, 
130  et  seq,,  132,  231,  238 ;  com- 
pared with  Andocides,  ii.  893 ; 
his  conception  of  himself,  394  ; 
untrained  in  Rhetoric,  395  ;  style 
of,  ib,  ;  as  an  actor,  ib.  ;  as  an 
orator,   896 ;    his  speech  On   the 


Crown,  401  et  seq.  ;  school  of,  at 

Rhodes,  445 
Aeschines  the  Socratic,  L  310 
Aeschylus,  i.  23,  27,  41,  48  ;  ii.  213 
Aeschylus  of  Cnidus,  ii.  445 
Agamemnon,  ii.  20,  65,  92,  114,  123 
Agariste,  i.  116 
Agenor,  ii.  249 
Agesilaus,  king  of  Sparta,  i.  82,  242  ; 

ii.  18,   159,  170,  175,  194,  244  et 

seq. 
Agis  XL,  king  of  Sparta,  at  Deceleia, 

i  108,  139 
Agis  III.,  ii.  400 
Aglaophon,  ii.  299 
Agoratus,  speech  against,  of  Lysias, 

i.   182,   209,  211,  265  et  seq,,  268, 

270,  287 
Agryle,  deme  of,  i.  13 
Agyrrhius,  supports  the  accusers  of 

Andocides,  i.  81 ;  his  motive,  118  ; 

reference  of  Andocides  to,  i.  124 
Aiautis,  the  tribe  of,  i.  2 
Ajax,  son  of  Telamon,  ii.  52,  109 
Acritas,  Cape,  ii.  202 
Acropolis,  the,  i.  284  et  seq, 
Alexander  the  Great,  ii.  22,  253,  400, 

435 
Alexander  of  Pherae,  ii.  242 
Alexander  son  of  Priam,  ii.  101 
Alexandria,  the  grammarians  of,  i. 

195  ;  becomes  a  centre  of  Hellen- 
ism, ii.  20 
Alexicles,  one  of  the  Four  Hundred, 

i.  11 
Alcetas  the  Molossian,  ii.  25 
Alcibiades,  Antiphou's  hostility  to- 
wards, i.    5  ;   conspires  with  the 
oligarchical    party  at  Samos,   7  ; 
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the  first  denouncer  of,  119;  the 
exceptional  position  of,  119  ;  and 
his  rivals,  131  ;  ostracised,  133  ; 
mentioned  by  Plutarch  as  in 
danger  of  ostracism,  134  ;  speech 
against,  attiibuted  to  Andocides, 
131  ct  scq.  ;  style  of,  136  ;  its 
particular  erroi-s,  ib. ;  mention  of, 
in  Lys.  Or.  27,  215  ;  treason  of, 
254 ;  popular  feeling  towards, 
255  ;  his  achievements,  iL  64 ;  at 
Olympia,  228 ;  a  defence  of  his 
life,  229  ;  feeling  of  Isocrates 
towards,  232  ;  Socrates  the  teacher 
of,  92  ;  result  of  exile  of,  169 
Alcibiades  the  Younger  (son  of  the 
former),  speeches  of  Lysias  against, 
i.  251  ct  seq.  ;  speech  of  Isocrates 
for,  u.  227 
Alcidamas,  ii.  45,  89,  276 
Alcmene,  ii.  100 
Amadocus  I.,  king  of  Thracian  Odry- 

sae,  ii.  166 
Amazons,  the,  ii.  153 
Amorges,  i.  126 
Amphiaraus,  i.  42 
Amphictyonic  Council,  the,  ii.  28 
Amphipolis,    ii.    165    et   seq.f    184, 

198 
Amyntas  II.  of  Macedon,  ii.  25,  156, 

198 
Anakeion,  the  assembly  in  the,  411 

B.C.,  i.  11 
Anacreon,  ii.  55 
Anaxlmcnes  of  Lampsacus,   ii.    91, 

98,  275  ;  his  Ithetoric,  433 
Andocides,  narrative  the  forte  of,  i. 
36  ;  birth  of,  70 ;  holds  command 
at  Samos  with  Pericles,  71 ;  at 
Corcyra  with  Glaucon,  ib. ;  ban- 
ished from  Athens,  74 ;  life  of, 
from  415  to  402  B.C.,  77  ;  his  re- 
turn to  Athens,  78 ;  his  second 
return  to  Athens,  79  ;  procures  the 
despat<;h  of  corn-ships  from  Cypnis 
to  the  Peiraeus,  ib,  (cf.  107) ;  the 
wanderings  of,  ib. ;  receives  a  grant 
of  laud  in  Cyprus,  ib. ;  final  re- 
turn to  Athens  by,  80  ;  recom- 
mends peace  with  Sparta,  82 ; 
character  of,    83 ;    style    of,   87 ; 


unfavourably    criticiaed    by    Hcr- 
mogencs,    89  ;    general    tendency 
of  ancient  criticiiim    on    oratorj-, 
unjust     to,     93  ;     four     epitlietu 
descrii)tive  of  the  stylo  of,  95  ;  tlie 
diction  of,   ib.  ;    the    method  of, 
98 ;    unskilled   in    cominonplacfi 
of  rhetorical  argument,  101  ;  hu 
strength  in  narrative,  ib.  ;  his  skill 
in  dramatising,  102  ;  his  references 
to   the    early  history   of   Attica, 
103 ;  his  love  of  gossip,  104 ;  his 
proneness  to    low  comedy,    105 ; 
the  merit  of,  ib.  ;   mode  of  legal 
procedure  against,   112  ;    the  ac- 
cusers   of,    117 ;    his    disclosures 
before  the  Council  of  the    Four 
Hundred,   118;   historical  matter 
in  his  Speech  on  the   Mysteries, 
lb, ;    arrangement    and    style    of, 
124  ;  his  keen  appreciation  of  char- 
acter,   125;    lost  works   of,    136; 
other  mention  of,  166,   182,   277 
etseq.,  282;  ii.  2,  286,  425 
Speeches  ascribed  to.  Against  Alci- 

bituies,  i.  131  et  seq.,  255 
To  his  Associates,  i.  71,  136,  139 
O71  the  Murder  of  HerodeSy  L  100 

et  seq. 
On  the  Mysteries,  i.  99,    101,  104, 

111,  112  et  seq.,  270,  129,  137 
Oil  the  Peace,  i.  82,  99,  125  et  seq. 
Reply  to  Phacax,  I  132,  138 
On  his  Return,  i.  99,  107 
The  Deliberative  Speech,  i.  137  n 

seq. 
On  the  Information,  i  137 
Speech  of  Lysias  against,  i.  196, 

211 
Lost  works  of,  L  136 
Andocides  (grandfather  of  the  orator), 

i.  130 
Androcleides,  ii.  280 
Audrocles,  i.  119 
Andromachus,  i.  116,  119 
Androtion,    the    Atthis    of,   ii.   46 : 

Demosthenes  against,  303 
Antalcidas,  the  Peace  of,  L  83,  199, 
222,  238  ;  ii.  149,  161,  171,  178, 
181  et  seq.,  184 
Anticles,  ii.  137 
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AiUidosis,  Oil  the,  see  Isocrates 
Antioch,  ii.  20 
Antipater,  ii.  255  ct  scq. 
Antiphon  (the  first  Xoyoypd^),  the 
disciple  rather  of  Tisias  than  of 
Gorgias,  i.   cxxviii. ;  references  in 
Thucydides    to,    6   et    scq.,    16; 
])arentage  of,  1,    3;  sophistic   in- 
fluence upon,  ib. ;  inventor  of  the 
political  style  of  oratory,  4  ;  and 
Thucydides,  ib,;  his  political  life 
before  the   year  411  B.C.,   5  ;  his 
hostility    to    Alcibiades,    ib.;   his 
share  in  the   Revolution    of   the 
Four  Hundred,  7  et  seq. ;  the  lead- 
ing spirit  of  the  Extreme  party,  8  ; 
clear-sightedness   of,  9  ;  the  col- 
leagues of,  10  ;  accused  of  treason, 
11  ;  trial  of,  12  ;  the  most  antique 
of  the  orators,  18 ;  the  dignity  of 
his    style,    24 ;    his    reliance    on 
single  words,  25  ;  his  style,  imagi- 
native but  not  florid,  27  ;  \i\BpcUhos 
and  ^ihoSf  29  et  scq. ;  the  style  oC 
how  far  periodic,  31  ;   his  treat- 
ment of  subject-matter,  36  ;    the 
character  of,  39 ;  religious  feeling 
of,    39  ;   Aeschylean  tone  of,  41 ; 
his  works,  44  ;  lost  works  of,  67 
On    the   AH  of  Rhetoric,   i.    69  ; 
other  mention  of,   87,   262  ;   iL 
2,  63,  68,  91,  130,  263,  267  et 
seq.,  274,  285,  302  ;  and  Isaeus 
271  et  scq. ;  satirised   by  Plato 
Comicus,     272 ;     austere    style 
of,  422 
On  the  ChorenteSy  i.  26,  31,  36,  61  ; 
67  ;    analysis  of,    62  ;    remarks 
on  the,  63 
On  the  Murder  of  Herodes,  i.  25, 
31,  36,  42,  65,  63  ;  date  of  the 
Si)eech,  58,  268  ;  analysis  of  the 
Speech,    58  ;    remarks    on   the 
S])eech,  59 
Collection  of  Proems  and  Epilogues, 

i.  69 
Against  a  Stepmother,  L  64  ;  ana- 
lysis of,  ib.  ;  remarks  upon  the 
Speech,  65 
The  Tetralogies  of,  i.  6,  25,  81,  86, 
41,  idetseq,,  47,  61,  53 


Antiphon  the  Sophist,  essays  of,  i. 

67 
Antissa,  ii.  249 

Antisthenes,  ii.  39,  49,  89,  99,  221 
Anytus,  i.  81,  114  et  seq.,  269 
Aphareus,  ii.  7,  29,  132,  260 
Aphepsion,  i.  125 
Aphidna,  ii.  100 
Aphobus,   Demosthenes  against,  ii. 

302 
Aphrodite,  ii.  101 

Apolexis,  one  of  the  accusers  of  An- 
tiphon, i.  12 
Apollodorus  of  Megara,  i.  287 
Apollodoriis,    On  the  Estate  of,   see 

Isaeus 
ApoUonia,  ii.  11,  13 
Arcadia,  ii.  201 

Arcfiebiades,  Against,  see  Lysias 
Archelaus,  king  of  Macedonia,  i.  77 
Archeneds,  i.  147  ct  seq. 
Archeptolemus,  one  of  the  Four  Hun- 
dred, i.   10  ;    accused  of  treason, 
11 ;  trial  and  condemnation  of,  12 
etseq.,  262 
Archestratides,  i.  253 
Archidamus,  see  Isocrates 
Archidamus  II.,  king  of  Sparta,  i. 

139 
Archidamus  III.,  king  of  Sparta,  ii. 

18,  194,  244  et  seq, 
Archippus,  i.  278 

Areiopagus,   the,  i.  39,  43,   46,  61, 
257,  267,  273  et  seq.,  276,  283,  286 
et  seq.,  291  et  seq. ;  ii.  28  e^  seq., 
118,  202  et  seq.,  208  et  seq,,  212  et 
seq. 
Areopagiticus,  see  Isocrates 
Ares,  ii.  153  ;  hill  of,  213 
Arginusae,  i.  213,  261 
Argos,  L  82,  126  et  scq.,  129,  131, 
199,  207  ;   ii.  22,  113  et  seq.,  118, 
152,  167,  189,  198,  196,  229 
Ariobarzanes,  ii.  26 
Aristarchus,  one  of  the  Four  Hun- 
dred, i.  10  e^  seq. 
Aristarchus,    On  the  Estate  of,  see 

Isaeus 
Aristeides,  ii.  86,  188,  193 
Aristocrates,  one  of  the  Four  Hun- 
dred, i.  10 
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AristoerateSf  Demostheues  Against, 
ii.  308 

Aristophanes,  On  the  Property  of,  see 
Lysias 

Aristotle,  on  the  periodic  style,  i. 
35  ;  his  account  of  Lysias,  146 ; 
on  the  character  of  the  Greek  race, 
iL  21  ;  as  a  theorist  of  Rhetoric, 
433  ;  other  mention  of,  i.  189,  204  ; 
ii.  9,  22ctseq,,  34,  43,  67,  65,  130, 
291  et  scq. 

Art,  popular  character  of  Greek,  ii. 
437  et  scq. 

Artabazus,  ii.  25,  205 

Artaxerxes  II.  (Mnemon),  i.  200 ;  ii 
108,  149,  158 

Artaxerxes  III.  (Ochus),  ii.  20,  204, 
249 

Artemis,  temple  of,  i.  265 

Artemisia,  wife  of  Mausdlus,  ii.  10 

Asia,  u.  101,  108,  111  et  seq,,  159 
et  seq,,  169  et  seq.,  173  et  scq.,  181, 
186,  l^^etseq.,  257 

Asia,  Isocrates  on  the  invasion  of,  ii. 
167 

Asia  Minor,  ii.  173,  256 

Asianism,  ii.  440 ;  opposed  to  Atti- 
cism, 441 ;  exaggerated  style  of, 
442  ;  the  two  kinds  of,  as  dis- 
tinguished by  Cicero,  ih.  ;  pro- 
gress of,  at  Rome,  448  ;  as  viewed 
by  Cicero,  453 ;  as  viewed  by  the 
Greek  Atticists,  ih. 

Aspendus,  i.  216 

Asttfphihis,  On  the  Estate  of,  see 
Isaeus 

Athena,  i.  40,  285 ;  u.  101 

Athenian  Confederacy,  the,  ii.  182 

Athenodonis,  ii.  185 

Athens,  primacy  of,  in  Greece,  im- 
portant for  oratory,  i.  ex. ;  Thucy- 
dides*  account  of  the  Revolution 
of  the  Four  Hundred  at,  1 ;  the 
tribute  paid  by  Samothrace  and 
Lindus  to,  6  >  Alcibiades  conspires 
with  Samos  to  overthrow  demo- 
cracy at,  7 ;  oligarchical  clubs  at, 
8,  78 ;  the  two  parties  in  the 
Council  of  Four  Hundred  at,  9 ; 
fall  of  the  Four  Hundred  at,  11  ; 
the  Thirty  at,  17  ;  under  Pericles, 


19 ;   the  Law  of  Homicide  at,  40 
et  seq.,   53 ;    mode   of  legal  pro- 
cedure at,  56 ;   the   affair  of  tbt 
Hermae  at,  72  ;  the  Revolution  of 
the    Four  Hundred   at,    78;    th<: 
corn-trade  of,  79  ;  the  Long  Walls 
of,  82,  103,  202 ;    loses  the  com- 
mand of  the  Bosphoma  and  Helles- 
pont, 108  ;  the  devotion  of  Ando- 
cides  to,  ib.  ;  return  of  Andocide^ 
to,  402  B.C.,  112  ;  good  effects  of 
amnesties  at,  alleged  by  Aodocides, 
117    et   scq. ;     expulsion     of    the 
Tyrants  from,  122  ;   a  fifty  years* 
peace  between  Sparta  and,    128 ; 
her    war  with    Euboea,    ib. ;    in- 
accuracies in.  the  speech   of  Ao- 
docides On  the  Peace  with  regani 
to  the  early  history  of,  ib.  et  seq. : 
plunged  into  war  by  the  Aegine- 
tans,   128;    Thirty    Years'    Peace 
between  Sparta  and,  ih. ;  her  war 
mth    Aegina,    ih. ;     Five    Years' 
Peace    between    Sparta  and,   ih. ; 
departure    of   Nicias .  from,    129  ; 
alleged  dishonouring    of   the  re- 
mains  of   ThemistocleA  at,    136 ; 
Hyperbolus  at,  139  ;  effect  of  the 
invasion  of  Archidamus  at,   ib.\ 
Lysias  a  native  of,  141  ;    Lysias 
settled  as  a  speech-writer  at,  150  ; 
rebuilding  of  the  Long  Walls  of, 
202  ;  Lysias  on   the   franchise  at 
(Or.  24),  206  ;  revision  of  laws  at, 
on  the  fall  of  the  First  and  of  the 
Second  Oligarchy  (411,  403  B.C.), 
219  ^  seq. ;  relations  of  the  First 
to  the  Second  Oligarchy,  248  ;  re- 
storation of  the  democracy  at,  iL 
5  ;  the  centre  of  a  new  Naval  Con- 
federacy, 378  B.C.,  9  ;  the  school 
of  Isocrates  at,   12,   ib.  ',  cosmo- 
politanism at,  15  ;   Isocrates  and, 
24 ;    home    affairs    at,    25 ;    the 
thedrikon  at,  ib. ;  club  called  "The 
Sixty  "  at,  26 ;  social  life  at,  ib. ; 
the   Diomeian  Gate  at,    31  ;    the 
history    of,    by    Androtion,    46 ; 
Rhetoric  in  390  B.C.  at,  52 ;  con- 
trasteil  with  Sparta,  112  c^  9cq. ; 
her  services  to  civilisation,  113 ; 
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the  constitution  of,  115 ;  and 
Sparta, — mutual  political  lessons, 
118  ;  military  science  at,  ih, ;  her 
early  wars  with  Sparta,  119  ;  Iso- 
crates  on  early  history  of,  123  ; 
Pindar  and,  140  ;  Isocrates  on 
public  opinion  at,  ih, ;  the  wor- 
ship of  **  Persuasion  "  at,  144  ; 
the  culture  of  eloquence  at,  145  ; 
Isocrates  on  youth  of,  ih, ;  her 
claims  to  maritime  empire,  151  ; 
her  gifts  to  primitive  Greece,  ih, ; 
the  mother  of  colonisation,  ih. ; 
the  founder  of  civil  life,  152 ; 
the  festivals  of,  ih, ;  the  military 
champion  of  oppressed  Greeks,  i6. ; 
and  Sparta,  public  spirit  of,  in 
early  days,  153 ;  charges  against, 
154  ;  test  of  Imperial,  155;  must 
defend  the  autonomy  of  the  cities, 
178 ;  Thebes  and  Plataea  con- 
trasted in  respect  of  their  deeds 
towards,  179  ;  too  ready  to  espouse 
quarrels,  183  ;  advantages  of  peace 
for,  in  355  B.C.,  184  ;  before  and 
after  she  was  Imperial,  187  ;  the 
hegemony  of,  in  478  and  in  378 
B.C.,  193  ;  system  of  succession  at, 
its  relation  in  spirit  and  form  to 
Roman  and  Hindoo  systems,  316  ; 
outer  history  of,  from  Sicilian  Ex- 
pedition to  Battle  of  Chaeroueia, 
372  ;  other  mention  of,  i.  118  €t 
seq,y  126  et  aeq.,  201,  202,  225  et 
acq,,  230,  238  ct  seq.,  243,  248, 
254,  258  e^  seq.y  265  et  seq.,  269, 
278  ct  seq.,  291  ct  seq.,  299  et  s^,  ; 
ii.  1,  5  e^  scq.,  11,  13,  20  ct  seq., 
26  et  seq.,  31,  33,  51,  62,  65,  66, 
90,  92,  107,  111  ct  seq,,  118  et  seq., 
133,  135  et  seq.,  137  ct  seq,,  143, 
146,  153  et  seq,,  160,  164  et  seq., 
171,  173  ct  seq.,  178  et  seq.,  182, 
184  et  seq,,  192,  199  et  seq.,  206  et 
seq.,  209  et  seq.,  224  et  seq.,  243, 
247,  250  et  seq.,  254,  256,  263, 
266,  272 

Athos,  iL  154 

Attica,  i.  122,  243,  259,  285  ;  il  46, 
104,  151  etseq.,  179,  203,  209,  210, 
221,  259 

VOL.  II 


Atticism,  the  Augustan,  i.  IxiL  ; 
Lysias  the  representative  of, 
142  ;  and  Asianisro,  essential  dif- 
ference between,  in  Oratory,  ii. 
441 ;  revival  of,  its  different  effects 
on  Greece  and  on  Rome,  451 

Atticists,  the  Greek,  their  view  of 
Asianism,  ii.  453 

Augustan  age,  the  rivalry  of  Atticism 
and  Asianism  decided  in,  i.  Ixii. 
et  seq.  ;  representative  Atticists  of, 
ii.  452  ct  seq.  ;  declamations  of  the, 
i.  46  ;  ii.  448 

Autocrator,  ii.  248 

Batbachus,  the  agent  of  the  Thirty, 

i.  279 
Boeotia,  i.  82  ct  seq,  ;  and  Athens, 

121  ;  the  Revolution  *of  447  B.C. 

in,  129 ;   other  mention  of,   126, 

238,   242,    251;   ii.   10,  114,    178 

et  seq.,  190 
Boeotian  Confederacy,  ii.  175 
Bocotu-s,  Demosthenes  Against,  con- 

ceming  the  Nanve,  ii.  302 
Bosporus,  ii.  223  et  seq, 
Brachyllus,  i.  143 
Brasidas,  i.  30 ;  ii.  198 
Brougham,     on    Demosthenes    and 

Burke,  i.  Ixxxvi.  ;  on  Greek  and 

Roman  oratory  compared,  ciii. 
Burke,  i.  Ixxxv.  et  seq. 
Busiris,  see  Isocrates 
Byzantium,  ii.  91, 135,  168,  179,  182 

et  seq.,  204 

Cadmeia,  the,  ii.  150,  156,  178 

Cadmus,  ii.  29,  102,  114 

Caecilius  of  Calacte,  on  the  Attic 
Orators,  i.  IxiL,  28,  44,  91,  191  et 
seq,,  192;  ii.  76;  and  Dionysius, 
452  et  seq. ;  special  work  of,  453 

Calamis,  ii.  71 

Callias,  i.  81  et  seq.,  105,  117,  126, 
130,  277,  283  et  seq. 

Callias,  Speech  For,  see  Lysias 

Callides,  Demosthenes  Against,  iL 
302 

Callimachus,  iL  71,  302 

Callimachus,  Against,  see  Isocrates 

Callippus,  iL  137 
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Callisthencs,  ii.  443 
Callistratus,  ii.  68,  176,  185 
Cahii3,   Gaius   Licinius,   i.   190  ;  ii. 

450 
Canning,  i.  Ixxxi. 
Caria,  ii.  102,  112,  160 
Carthage,  Diouysius  defeats,  i.  199  ; 

other  mention  of,  ii.  87,  188 
Catana,  i.  199 
Ceos,  ii.  219 

Cej)halus,  father  of  Lysias,  i.  140  ; 
mentioned  in  Plato's  Itepuhlic^ 
142 ;  date  of  liis  settlement  at 
Athens,  143  ;  hospitable  character 
of,  143  ;  a  member  of  the  privileged 
class  of  resident-aliens  at  Athens, 
145  ;  and  Socrates,  150 
Cephalus,  a  supporter  of  Andocides, 

i.  81,  114 
Cephisius,   i.   81,    112  ct  seq.y   117, 

277  elseq.,  281 
Cephisodorus,  ii.  7,  275,  430 
Cersobleptes,  ii.  25,  184 
Chabrias,  ii.  25 
Chaeroneia,  battle  of,  ii.   1,  16,   19, 

22,  29  €t  $cq,,  153 
Chalcedon,    the   Revolt  of,   i.    108  ; 

other  mention  of,  ii.  58,  91,  130 
Chalcidian  Hippobotae,  ii.  265 
Chalcis,  ii.  265 
Chares,  i.  130  ;  ii.  25,  204 
Charicles,  i.  103 
Charidemus,  ii.  25 
Charmides,  i.  101,  125 
Chatham,  character  of  his  eloquence, 

•  •  •  « 

1.  cm. 

Chersonese,  Miltiades  sent  to  the,  i. 
128 ;  other  mention  of,  ii.  166, 
184,  254 

Chios,  i.  254  ;  ii.  6,  135,  158,  161, 
179,  182  et  scq.,  189,  198,  204, 
249 

Cicero,  Attic  i)erorations  in,  i.  cii.  ; 
on  the  School  of  Isocrates,  ii.  12  ; 
points  of  resemblance  between  Iso- 
crates and,  32  ;  his  ac^jount  of 
Lysias,  i.  146  ;  on  the  characteris- 
tics of  the  plain  style  of  oratory, 
158  ;  his  criticism  of  Lysias,  190  ; 
his  place  in  the  history  of  oratori- 
cal   prose,   ii.   450  ;    his  view  of  | 


Asianism,  453  ;  other  mention  o:, 
i.  146  ;  ii.  58,  69 
Cicynna,  i.  297 

Cilicia,  ii.  19,  106, 108,  160,  171  rf*/. 
Cimon,  i.  127  (t  seq.y  136 

Cirou,  see  Isaeus 
Citium,  ii.  109 

Cittus,  ii.  225 

Claudian,  i.  cv. 

Clearchus,  General  under  Cyrus  the 
Younger,  ii.  115,  17U 

Clearchus,  of  Heracleia,  ii.  247 

Cleisthenes,  i.  128,  246  ;  ii.  27,  143, 
202,  207 

Cleitarchus,  ii.  443 

Cleombrotus,  ii.  175 

Cleomenes,    his    expedition    against 
the  Peisistratidao,  i.  122 

Cleommis  of  Methymiia,  ii.  248 

Cleon,  i.  30,  39 ;  ii.  305 

Cleonymus,  see  Isaeus 

Cleophon,  i.  221;  ii.  188 

Cleruchiae,  the,  ii.  155 

Clytaemnestra,  ii.  92 

Cnidus,  i.  202,  230  ;  ii.  46,  108.  115, 
159,  218,  224 

Coccus,  i.  88 

Comedy,  attitude  of,  towards  the  New 
Culture,   i.  cxxviii.  ;  sympathy  of 
Lysias  and    Hypereides  with,   ii. 
383 

Conon,  i.  82,  93,  230,  233  ;  \l  9, 
64,  90,  107,  lf>9  ct  seq.y  169,  206, 
216  ct  seq.y  249 

Conoiiy  Demosthenes  Againsty  ii.  302 

Corax,  i.  cxix.  ct  seq.y  144  ;  ii.  130 

Corcyra,  i.  25,  71  ;  ii.  138,  249 

Corinth,  i.  82,  126,  131,  199.  201 : 
ii.  159,  189,  198  ef  seq.,  200 

Corinth,  battle  of,  i.  273 

Corinthian  War,  the,  i.  82,  93,  199. 
201,  218,  222,  225,  228  ;  ii.  353 

Coroneia,  battle  of,  i.  273 

Cos,  ii.  182,  204 

Cotys,  ii.  26 

Council  of  the  Four  Hundred,  Ando- 
cides  imprisoned  by  the,  i.  84  ;  ap- 
pearance of  Andocides  before  the, 
112,  118  ;  other  mention  of  the, 
108,  212,  247  et  seq.y  287 

Cresphontes,  ii.  197 
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Crisa,  ii.  179 

Crithote,  ii.  25,  138 

Critias,  i.  88,  92,  165,  261 ;  ii.  5, 
91,  274,  425 

Criton,  ii.  48  ci  seq, 

Cromis,  i.  40 

Crotvn,  On  the^  Demosthenes,  ii.  408 
et  seq,  ;  compared  with  Lysias 
Against  Eratosthenes^  i.  264 

Ctesicles,  i.  229 

Ctesiphon,  origin  of  the  case  against, 
ii.  399 

Cyclades,  the,  ii.  112,  158,  218 

Cycnus,  ii.  101 

Cydathene,  the  deme,  i.  70 

Cynaxa,  ii.  170 

Cynics,  jwiradoxes  of  the,  ii.  99 

Cynosarges,  ii.  31 

Cynossema,  battle  of,  ii.  46 

Cyprus,  Andocides  imprisoned  in,  i. 
1^  et  seq.  ;  Andocides  settles  in, 
79  ;  Athens  supplied  with  com 
from,  107 ;  the  reforms  effected 
by  £7agoras  in,  ii.  107  ;  otherwise 
mentioned,  i.  115,  230  et  seq.,  232, 
278  ;  ii.  80,  91,  105  et  seq.,  109, 
134,  136,  157,  160  et  seq.,  171, 
188 

Cyrene,  ii.  200 

C^rus  the  Elder,  ii.  169,  173 

Cyrus  the  Younger,  ii.  16,  115,  159  ; 
his  facilities  for  invading  Asia 
compared  with  those  of  Philip, 
171  ;  his  conduct  at  Cynaxa, 
252 

Cythera,  i.  230  ;  ii.  166 

Cyzicus,  battle  of,  i.  108,  293 

Damn  I  FPUS,  i.  147  et  seq. 

Danaus,  ii.  29,  102,  114 

Darcius  Hystaspis,  ii.  119,  153 

Daton,  ii.  189 

Debate,  its  influence  on  Modem  Ora- 
tory, i.  Ixxxi. 

Decade,  the,  of  Attic  Orators,  i.  Ixiii. 

Deceleiii,  flight  of  nltra-oligarchs  to, 
i.  11  ;  Agis  occupies,  139 ;  the 
Spartan  occupation  of,  254 ;  the 
Attic  deme  of,  299  ;  other  mention 
of,  103,  108  ;  ii.  179 

Deinatchus,  i.  190 ;  ii.  265,  874 


Delium,  i.  136 

Delos,  the  Confederacy  of,  ii.  13 

Delphi,  golden  statue  of  Gorgias  at, 
i.  198  ;  the  oracle  at,  ii.  197  ;  other 
mention  of,  120,  168,  196 

Delphinion,  the,  i.  257,  267,  271  ;  ii. 
296 

Demaratus,  ii.  295 

Deme-registers,  revision  of,  ii.  361 

Demeter,  iL  151 

Demetrius  Phalereus,  the  only  dis- 
tinguished orator  formed  in  the 
school  of  Aristotle,  ii.  442  ;  Cicero 
dates  the  decline  from,  443  ;  his 
style,  lb. 

Democracy,  early  Greek,  place  of 
eloquence  in,  i.  cix.  ;  the  Athenian, 
before  Peisistratns,  ii.  117 

Dcmonicus,  sec  Isocrates 

Demosthenes,  and  Lysias,  i.  191  ei 
seq,  ;  on  the  war  with  Persia,  ii. 
20;  the  first  Philippic  of,  211; 
and  Isaeus,  270,  801  ;  engaged  in 
Private  Causes,  302 ;  a  glance  at 
the  careers  of  Isaeus  and,  ib.  ;  in 
Public  Causes,  303;  in  Politics, 
ib.  ;  his  likeness  to  Isaeus  in  com- 
position and  in  treatment  of  sub- 
ject-matter,  304 ;  manifold  qualities 
of  his  oratory,  309  ;  various  colour- 
ing of  his  private  speeches,  810  ; 
his  place  in  the  development  of 
Attic  Oratory,  397;  his  speech 
On  the  Croum,  408  ct  seq.  ;  enthusi- 
asm of,  its  distinctive  character, 
417 ;  Roman  followers  of,  451  ; 
other  mention  of,  i.  22,  35,  108, 
164,  184  ;  ii.  2,  16,  26,  43,  53,  69, 
63,  68,  175,  204,  211,  267  et  seq., 
275  et  seq.,  286,  289,  300,  305 
et  seq. 

Dercyllidas,  ii.  159 

Diagoras  of  Melos,  i.  84,  278 

Diagoras,  the  father  of  Isaeus,  ii.  265 

Dialectic,  its  beginnings  in  Ionia, 
i.  cxi. ;  its  influence  on  Attic 
Tragedy,  cxxviii. 

Dicaeogenes,  see  Isaeus 

Diipolia,  the,  i.  50 

Diocleides,  i.  73,  116,  120  et  seq.,  126 

Diocles,  i.  279 


468 


THE  ATTIC  ORATORS 


Diodoras,  i.  121,  130,  199 ;  ii.  243, 
249 

Diodotus,  i.   30,  61,  293  et  scq,  ;  ii. 
255  et  seq. 

Diogeiton,  see  Lysias 

Diognetus,  i.  226  et  seq. 

Diomnestus,  son  of  Diognetus,  i.  226 

Diomnestus,    brother    of   Isocrates, 
ii.  3 

Dionysia,  the,  i.  275  et  xq,  ;  ii.  188 

Dionysiodorus,  i.  266,  268 

Dionysius,  the  accuser  of  Agoratus, 
i.  267,  270,  291  ct  scq. 

Dionysius  of  Heracleia,  ii.  247 

Dionysius,  the  Elder,  Tyrant  of  Syra- 
cuse, Lysias  takes  part  in  an  em- 
bassy to,  i.  151 ;  Embassy  at  the 
Olympic  Festival  of  388  b.c.  from, 
199 ;  the  enemy  of  Greece,  200  ; 
Lysias  inveighs  against  the  envoys 
of,  200 ;  Aristophanes  (the  client 
of  Lysias)  takes  part  in  an  embassy 
to,  230 ;  Isocrates  and,  ii.  18,  87  ; 
the  absolutism  of,  87 ;  in  league 
with  Sparta,  156  ;  Sicily  enslaved 
by,  161  ;  Isocrates  and,  63  et  seq., 
170  ;  Letter  of  Isocrates  to,  239 

Dionysius  of  Halicamassus,  his  treat- 
ment of  the  Attic  Orators,  i.  Ixv.  ; 
on  the  "austere  style"  of  com- 
position, 21,  29  ;  on  the  general 
characteristics  of  the  older  prose, 
23 ;  on  the  excellences  which  De- 
mosthenes borrowed  from  Thucy- 
dides,  35  ;  on  Antiphon,  how  to 
be  understood,  38  et  seq.  ;  mention 
of  Andocides  made  by,  87 ;  his 
recognition  of  a  philological  value 
in  Andocides,  88,  93 ;  on  the 
authenticity  of  the  speech  De  Pace 
attributed  to  Andocides,  \27  et 
seq.  ;  on  the  date  of  Lysias'  birth, 
141 ;  on  the  two  Speeches  For 
IphicraieSf  152  ;  on  the  character- 
istics of  the  "plain"  style,  158; 
on  Sthopoiia,  163  ;  on  the  clear- 
ness of  Lysias,  167 ;  on  the  x^*-^ 
or  charm  of  Lysias,  173  ;  on  the 
inventive  fertility  of  Lysias,  175  ; 
on  the  difference  between  the  sys- 
tems of  arrangement  in  Lysias  and 


Isocrates,    176 ;    on    the    skill  of 
Lysias  in  narrative,    178  ;  on  the 
defects  of  Lysias,    183  ;  the  best 
critic  of  Lysias,  191  ;  the  number 
of  Lysias'  authentic  works  accord- 
ing to,  194  ;  fragments  of  speeches 
by  Lysias  preserved  only  by,  195 
et  seq.  ;  makes  no  mention  of  an 
Epitaphius  by  Lysias,  204  ;  on  the 
Deliberative    Speech    by    Lyvias, 
207  ;    rejects     the    statement   of 
Aphareus     that    Isocrates     never 
wrote  a  forensic  speech,  ii.  7 ;  on  the 
position  of  Isocrates  as  a  teacher, 
12;   on  the  "smooth  harmony" 
of  Isocrates,  53  ;  on  the  represent- 
atives of  the  "  smooth  "  style,  55  ; 
on  the  Areopctgitictis  of  Isocrates, 
63  ;  on  the  arrangement  of  Iso- 
crates,  65  et  seq.  ;   on  the  lessons 
derivable  from,    66  ;    contrasts  a 
passage  from  the  De  Pace  of  Isocr. 
with  a  passage   from  the    Third. 
OlynthiaCt    68  ;     on    the    works 
ascribed  to  Isocrates,  76  ;  on  the 
authenticity  of  the  Ad  Demonieunk, 
82  ;  on  the  renown  enjoyed  by  the 
Panegyricus^  163  ;  on  the  Philip- 
pus  of  Isocrates,  174  ;  on  the  Jk 
Pace   of    Isocrates,    192  ;    signiB- 
cance  of  Isaeus,  as  viewed  by,  274  ; 
proems  of  Lysias  and  Isaeus  com- 
pared by,    279 ;    on    the    art   of 
Isaeus,  290  ;  on  the  style  of  proof 
used  by  Lysias  and  Isaeus,  292  et 
seq.  ;  on  the  superiority  of  Isaeus 
to  Lysias  in    arrangement    {oUo- 
voida\  300  ;  his  criticism  must  be 
accepted  with  a  reserve,  301  ;  and 
Caecilius,  the  character  of   their 
work,  452  ct  seq.  ;  special  work  of, 
453 ;  extract  from,  on  the  decline 
and  revival  of  Oratory,  454  et  seq. ; 
other  Inferences  to,  i.  166,  295  ; 
ii.  132 

Diophanes,  i.  246 

Diophantus  the  Athenian,  ii.  249 

Diotimus,  i.  232 

Diphilus,  i.  108 

Dorian  conquest  of  Peloponnesos,  ii. 
196  ^  seq. 
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Dracon,  ii.  159 

Drys,  a  town  of  Thrace,  ii.  25 

EccLRsiA,  the  contests  of  the,  i.  33  ; 
business  of  the,  prefaced  by  an 
anathema  on  any  citizen  who  shall 
make  overtures  to  the  barbarian, 
ii.  160 

Eetioneia,  the  fortifying  of,  i.  10  ; 
the  revolt  at,  11 

£gesta,  i.  126 

Egypt,  Chabrias  in,  ii.  25  ;  the  civil- 
isation of,  93  ei  8eq.  ;  resistance 
of,  to  Persia,  158  ;  revolts  of,  from 
Persia,  160,  171  ;  disasters  in 
Egypt  brought  about  by  Imperial 
party  at  Athens,  188  ;  Athenian 
hopes  from,  199 

Elateia,  ii.  408  et  seq. 

Eleven,  the,  i.  257,  267,  284  ;  ii. 
143 

Elensis,  the  Mysteries  of,  i.  72,  80, 
117 

Eleusis,  i.  247,  259,  277,  281 

Eleusinian  Temple,  i.  113  ;  statue 
of  Isocrates  in  the,  ii.  32 

Elis,  ii.  189 

Empedocles,  i.  cxvii. 

Enthymeme,  ii.  291  ct  seq. 

Eos,  ii.  101 

Epameinondas,  ii.  1,  16,  176,  193, 
245 

Epaphus,  ii.  93 

Ephesus,  i.  293 

Ephialtes,  ii.  212  et  seq. 

Ephonis,  the  historian,  a  pupil  of 
Isocrates,  ii.  13,  46,  55,  68,  275, 
430 

Epichares,  i.  81,  102,  114,  117,  277, 
282 

Epicheireme,  ii.  291  et  seq. 

Epicrates,  see  Lysias 

Epidaunifl,  ii.  193  et  seq. ,  200 

Epideictic  Oratory,  its  influence  on 
Deliberative,  ii.  369  ct  seq. ;  its  re- 
lation to  the  national  literature, 
427  ;  ultimate  cause  of  its  decline, 
437  et  seq. 

Epigenes,  i.  246  ;  ii.  281 

Epilycus,  i.  81 

EpitaphiuSf  see  Lysias 


Erasiphon,  i.  297 

Erasistratus,  i.  297 

Eraton,  On  the  Property  of,  see  Lysias 

Eratosthenes,  impeachment  of,  i.  140 

148, 150,  161 ;  Speech  Against,  see 

Lysias 
Eratosthenes,  On  the  Murder  of,  see 

Lysias 
Erchia,  the  deme  of,  ii.  2 
Eretria,  defeat  of  the  Athenian  fleet 

at,  i.  212 
Ergocles,  Against,  see  Lysias 
Erichthonius,  ii.  116 
Eristics,  the,  ii.  8,  36,  48,  65,  125  et 

seq.,  130,  144 
Eroticus,  in  Plato's  Phaedrus,  i.  801 

et  seq. 
Erekine,  i.  Ixxxiv.,  cii. 
Eteocles,  i.  42 
£thopoiia,  i.  169 
£thos  in  Isaeus,  iL  284 
Euboea,  Miltiades  and  the  war  in,  i. 

126  ;  the  war  of  Athens  with,  127  ; 

the  revolt  of  Megara  and,   129 ; 

Athenian  franchise  partly  given  to 

the  towns  of,   206 ;    ravaged    by 

Thebes,  ii.  168  ;  the  revolt  of,  265 
Eubulus,  his  law  respecting  the  Theo- 

ricon,  ii,  25  ;  the  policy  of,  27 
Eucleides,  i.  103,  117,  214,  259  ;  ii. 

9,  39 
Eucraies,    On   the    Property  of,   see 

Lysias 
Eudemian  Ethics,  the,  i.  13 
Eumathes,  Speech  For,  see  Isaeus 
Eumenides,  the,  i.  40,  41 ;  ii.  212 
Eumolpidae,  the,  i.  278 
Eumolpus,  ii.  153 
Eunomus,  ii.  137 
Euphemus,  i.  125 
Euphiletus,  Speech  For,  see  Isaeus 
Euphiletus,  one  of  the  hermocopidae, 

i.  73,  75,  102 
Eupolis,  ii.  292 
Euripides,  his  true  greatness,  i.  xcvii. ; 

fallacy  involved  in  calling  him  the 

most  ** human"  of  the  Greek  tra- 
gedians, ib. 
Euripides,  i.  24,  193  ;  ii.  55 
Europe,  il  101,  159,  161  etseq.,  173 
Eurybiades,  ii.  113 
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Eurystheus,  i  202  ;  ii.  119,  152,  174, 
196 

Euthydemus,  brother  of  Lysias,  i. 
1 43  et  seq, 

EiUhydemm  of  Plato,  iL  48,  128 

EuthyniiSf  Speech  Against,  see  Iso- 
crates 

Euxine,  the  corn  -  trade  between 
Athens  and  the,  i.  79,  108  ;  ii. 
225 

Evagoras,  king  of  the  Cyprian  Sala- 
mis,  how  he  won  the  throne,  ii 
105 ;  his  reforms  in  C}'pnis,  107  ; 
his  friendship  with  Conon,  ib. ;  his 
war  with  Perseus,  108;  other  men- 
tion of,  i.  79,  230 ;  ii.  83,  88,  103 
et  seq.f  157,  159 

EvandruSj  Speech  Against,  see  Lysia.s 

** Figure"  and  *♦  trope,"  ii.  60 
Five  Hundred,  Senate  of,  i.  243 
Florence,    civic  sentiment  in,    com- 
pared with  the  Athenian,  i.  cxxxii. 

Galen,  i.  225 

Gelon,  i.  141 

Gerousia,  the,  ii.  118 

Gorgias  of  Leoutini,  i.  cxx.  et  scg. ; 
senior  to  Antiphon,  2  ;  his  speech 
at  Olympia,  198 ;  influence  of,  on 
Isocrates,  ii.  5  ;  at  Olympia,  17  ; 
figure  of,  in  a  group  representing 
Isocrates  with  his  teachers,  32 ; 
the  error  of,  respecting  prose - 
rhythm,  57  ;  introduced  "figures 
of  language  "  into  Greek  Rhetoric, 
60  ;  date  of  his  death,  90  ;  pre- 
ferred to  Polycrates  by  Jason  of 
Pherae,  ib.  ;  the  Helenae  En- 
comium ascribed  to,  97  ;  the  para- 
doxes of  Protagoras  and,  99 ;  the 
fortune  bequeathed  by,  139 ;  on 
Hellenic  unity,  149  ;  and  Thucy- 
dides,  424  ;  and  Isocrates,  427 

Gorgias  of  Plato,  ii.  48  et  seq. 

Gorgias  of  Athens,  ii.  444 

Graphe  Paranomdn,  the,  i.  149,  224, 
et  seq. 

Grattan,  i.  Ixxxii. 

Greek  Art,  ideal  character  of,  ii.  437 

Gylippus,  ii.  199 


Haqnias,    Oil  the   Property  of,   $tt 
Isaeus 

Haliartus,  i.  242,  251,  253 

Halicamassus,  i.  217  ;  iL  11 

Halys,  R,  iL  113,  210 

Haiixjcration,  L  5,  127,  132,  137,  204, 
211,  228,  250,  256,  279,  292  ;  iL  $'2 

Hecatomnus,  ii.  160 

Hegesias,  ii.  443 

Hegesi])pus,  ii.  295 

Helenae  Encomium,  see  Isocrates 

Hellanicus,  the  genealogist,  i.  71 

Hellas,  the  intellectual  growth  of,  in 
5th  cent  B.C.,  L  18  ;  the  counsel 
of  Gorgias  to,  198  ;  Lysias  on  the 
duty  of,  199  ;  the  political  life  of, 
201  ;  visit  of  the  Persian  fleet  to, 
202 ;  in  the  4th  century  B.C.,  ii. 
13  ;  the  zeal  of  Isocratea  for,  33 ; 
the  Cyprian  Salamis  an  outpost  of, 
109;  state  of,  in  380  B.C.,  149; 
Athens  and,  151  et  seq.',  Isocrates 
on  the  condition  of,  155  ;  hatred  of 
barbarians  throughout,  160 ;  Asia 
unable  to  resist,  174  ;  Isocrates  od 
the  state  of,  246  ;  other  mention 
of,  65  et  seq.,  87,  94,  102,  105,  107 
et  seq.,  111-115  incL,  118,  119, 
122,  135,  161  et  seq.,  165,  167  et 
seq.,  168  et  seq.,  ISO  ct  seq.,  185  et 
seq.,  193,  199,  201,  203,  206,  209, 
246,  253,  257,  263 

Hellenes,  the,  ii.  112,  159  et  seq., 
163,  168,  170  et  seq.,  175 

Hellenism,  beginnings  of  a  cosmopoli- 
tan, ii.  15,  20  ;  and  old  Hellas, 
gulf  between,  439 

Hellespont,  L  213,  216,  238,  241, 
261,  278;  iL  115,  138,  189 

Helots,  the,  iL  197,  200 

Hephaestia,  the,  i.  80 

Hera,  ii.  101 

Heracleia,  iL  247 

Heracleidae,  the,  ii.  46,  152,  167, 
196  et  seq.,  245 

Heracleion,  the,  iL  26 

Heracles,  L  200,  202;  iL  18,  31,  81, 
94,  100,  120,  167  el  seq.,  172,  196, 
245 

Hermae,  the  affair  of  the,  i.  70,  72, 
113,  116,  118.  124,  138 
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Hermagoraa  of  Temnos,  ii.  445 

Hermes,  i.  71 

Hermippas  of  Smyrna,  ii.  12 

Hermogenes,  i.  4,  67,  90  ei  scq.y  92, 
192  ;  ii.  66,  299 

Hermon,  i.  148 

Herodes,  the  murder  of,  see  Antiphon 

Herodcs  Atticus,  i.  88,  92 

Herodotus,  i.  19,  32,  122  ;  ii.  96 

Heroes,  chronology  of  the,  ii.  94 

Hcsiod,  ii.  55,  85,  111 

Hieron  of  Syracuse,  ii.  21 

Hieronjrmus,  i.  230 

Hippias,  son  of  Peisistratus,  expulsion 
of,  from  Athens,  i.  122,  123 

Hippias,  the  Sophist,  at  Olympia,  i. 
198 

Hippias,  i.  cxiii. 

Hippocrates,  the  palaestra  of,  ii.  29 

Hippocrates^  Against  th^  Sons  of^  see 
Lysias.  Isaeus  against  the  sons 
of,  ii.  281 

Hipponicus,  father  of  Demonicus,  ii. 
81 

Homer,  ii.  34,  85,  102,  111,  160 

Homeric  Poems,  their  estimate  and 
illustrations  of  eloquence,  i.  cvii. ; 
speeches  of,  modern  in  character, 
ib. ;  oratory  of,  aristocratic,  not 
civil,  cviii. 

Hortensins,  ii.  449 

Hyperbolus,  ostracism  of,  i.  131  ; 
saying  of  Plato  Comicus  about, 
135  ;  at  Athens,  139  ;  contrasted 
with  Miltiatles  and  others,  ii.  188 

Hypereides,  Lysias  classed  with,  i. 
192  ;  a  representative  pupil  of 
Isocrates,  ii.  12  ;  points  of  contact 
between  Isocrates  and,  68  ;  char- 
acter of,  381  ;  his  relation  to  Iso- 
crates, 382  ;  his  relation  to  Lysias, 
il).  ;  his  symjmthy  with  comedy, 
383  ;  coTni>ared  to  Sheridan,  384  ; 
style  of,  i6. ;  estimate  of,  in  the 
treatise  On  Suhlimity,  385  ;  his 
Speech  For  EnxenippHSf  387 ; 
his  Funeral  Oration,  389  ;  com- 
pared with  Lycurgus,  393  ;  Roman 
followers  of,  450 

Idrieus,  ii.  171 


Illyria,  ii.  167 

Imbros,  i.  82,  126 

Inheritance,  Athenian  rules  of,  ii.  318 

Ion,  i.  154 

Ionia,  the  Practical  Culture  of,  i. 
ex.,  cxiv.,  278;  ii.  138,  161 

Ionic  School,  the,  i.  68 

Iphicrates,  ii.  25,  138,  372 

Isaeus,  a  student  of  Lysias,  i.  189  ; 
the  life  of,  significance  of  its  com- 
[>arative  obscurity,  ii.  263  ;  parent- 
age of,  284  ;  probable  date  of  birth 
of,  lb.;  citizenship  of,  265;  his 
education,  266  ;  and  Lysias,  267  ; 
forensic  work  of,  267  ;  speeches  of, 
268  ;  and  Demosthenes,  ib.  et  seq.; 
death  of,  271  ;  satirised  by  Theo- 
pompus,  272  ;  style  of,  274  et  seq. ; 
distinction  of,  according  to  Diony- 
sius,  275  ;  compared  with  Lysias, 
276  ;  diction  of,  ib. ;  composition 
of,  278  ;  proems  of,  compared  with 
those  of  Lysias,  279 ;  ethos  in, 
284  ;  his  use  of  figures,  ib. ;  his 
avoidance  of  hiatus,  287 ;  his 
treatment  of  subject-matter,  ib.; 
his  variety  of  arrangement,  288  ; 
his  proem,  ib. ;  his  narrative,  289  ; 
his  iteration  in  argument,  297  ;  his 
epilogue,  298 ;  and  Lysias,  compared 
to  schools  of  painting,  ib.  ;  Her- 
mogenes on,  299  ;  and  Lysias,  sum- 
mary, 301  ;  and  Demosthenes,  ib.  ; 
and  Demosthenes,  careers  of,  302  ; 
"agonistic"  quality  of,  305;  ex- 
ample from,  306  ;  his  relation  to 
Demosthenes,  311  ;  principal  class 
of  his  speeches — the  kXtjpikoI,  314  ; 
classification  of  the  KXrjpiKoi  \6yoif 
314  ;  agonistic  epilogue  a  peculi- 
arity of,  307  ;  his  place  in  Attic 
Oratory  between  d<pi\€ia  and 
S€iy6T7jif  810 ;  his  style  composite 
yet  independent,  311  ;  his  speeches 
wholly  forensic,  313  ;  his  speeches 
almost  wholly  private,  ib.;  sub- 
jects of  his  speeches,  314 ;  Athenian 
testamentary  succession,  illustrated 
by  speeches  of,  315 ;  typical 
speeches  of,  364  ;  character  of  his 
speeches,  ib.;  fragments  of,  364  et 
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seq.;  other  references  to,  i.  39, 
166,  168,  176  et  aeq.,  ]92e/  8eq.\ 
ii.  12,  68,  91 

Against  (he  Denusmen,  iL  283 
On  the  Estate  of  ApoUodorus,  ii. 

264,  325  et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  Aristarchus,  ii.  333 

et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  AstyphiluSy  ii.  330 

et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  ofDicaeogenes,  ii.  268, 

349 
On  the  Estate  of  Hagnias^  ii.  277, 

355  ct  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  Ciron,  ii.  268,  327 

et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  Cleonymus,  iL  268, 

319  et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  Menecles,  ii.  268, 

336  et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  Nicostratiis,  ii.  271, 

322  et  seq. 
On  the  Estate  of  Philoctcmon,  ii.  268, 

270,  289,  343  et  seq.:  epilogue  of, 

307 
On  the  Estate  of  Pyrrhus,  ii.  340 

et  seq. 
Defence  of  a  Ouardian,  ii.  281 
For  Eumathes,  ii.  280 
For  Euphiletus,  ii.  268,  294  etseq., 

360  et  seq, 
Isocrates,  younger  than  Lysias,  i.  142; 
life  of,  ii.  1 ;  birth  and  parentage 
of,  2 ;  augury  of  Platonic  Socrates 
respecting,  3 ;  his  early  relations 
with  the  Sophists,  4  ;  his  life  to 
404  B.C.,  5  ;  his  stay  at  Chios,  404- 
403  B.C.,  6  ;  his  life  at  Athens  as  a 
Avriter  for  the  law-courts,  403-393 
B.C.,  7  ;  his  later  repudiation  of 
Forensic  Rhetoric,  ib,;  beginning 
of  his  career  as  an  educator  and 
a  publicist,  8 ;  his  "  Discourse 
against  the  Sophists,"  ib, ;  leading 
ideas  of  Isocratic  culture,  9  ;  first 
period  of  his  school,  392-378  b.c., 
ib.  ;  second  period,  376-351  b.c., 
10;  third  period,  351-338  b.c.,  11 ; 
renown  of  his  school,  12 ;  his  re- 
presentative pupils,  ib. ;  his  influ- 
ence as  a  political  writer,  13  ;  and 


contemporary  Greece,  13 ;  the  three 
special  evils  in  the  time  of,  16; 
recommends   M'ar    against    Persia. 
17  ;  his  theory  respecting  war  with 
Persia,  19 ;  his  relation  with  Philip 
of  Macedon,  20  ;  tendency  toward* 
Monarchy  in   the  age  of,  21  ;  his 
view  of  Hellenic  destinies  compared 
with  Aristotle's,  23  ;  and  Athens, 
24  ;   on  Foreign    Policy,    26 ;    on 
Home  Policy,  27  ;  his  private  life, 
28  ;  his  death,  29  ;  difficulties  in 
the  ordinary  account  of  his  death, 
ib. ;  tomb  of,  31  ;  character  of,  32 ; 
his  theory  of  culture,  84  et  seq.; 
usage  of  the  term   •*  philosophy" 
in  the  time  of,  ib. ;  modern  preju- 
dice against  him  caused  by  his  use 
of  this  term,  35  ;  his  relation  to 
his  professional  brethren,  39  ;  what 
he  means  by  *' Sophist,'*  ib.;  his 
"philosophy,"  ib.;  his  distinctive 
merits  as  a  popular  educator,  40 ; 
hislargenessof  view,  41  ;  his  moral 
tone,    42 ;    his    thoroughness   of 
method,  43  ;  his  desire  of  perma- 
nent result,  45  ;  summary  of  his 
merits  as  an  orator,  46  ;  and  the 
Socratics,   ib.;  his  relation  to  So- 
crates, 47  ;  supposed  references  of 
Plato  to,  ib,  ;  his  supposed  refer- 
ences to  Plato,  48  ;  his  preference 
of  opinion  to  knowledge,  49  :  sum- 
mary, probable  relations  between 
Plato  and  Isocrates,  60  ;   less  an 
orator  than  an  artist  in  rhetorical 
prose,  51  ;  his  distinctive  aim,  52 ; 
composition  of,  56  ;    develops  the 
idea  of  a  literary  prose-rhythm, 
ib.  ;  his  development  of  the  jwri- 
odic  style,  58  ;  his  use  of  figures, 
60  ;  his  earlier  and  Inter  manner, 
62  ;  his  avoidance  of  hiatus,  63 : 
his  treatment  of  subject-matter, 
64  ;    his  invention,    ib.  ;    his  ar- 
rangement, 65  ;  compared  isith  the 
practical  orator,  66  ;  his  real  pro- 
vince and  his  influence  on  con- 
temporaries, 68 ;  his  later  influence 
as  repre^sented  by  Cicero,  69  ;  his 
influence  on  the  Greek  Language, 
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70  ;  modern  analogue  for  his  ora- 
tory, 71  ;  works  of,  76  tt  Hq.\ 
text  of  his  works,  77  ;  Wolf *s 
classification  of  his  works,  ih.\ 
objections  to  the  preceding,  78 ; 
another  classification,  ih, ;  on  public 
opinion  at  Athens,  110  ;  personal 
vindication  of.  111  ;  on  Early 
Athens,  123  ;  conversant  not  with 
Forensic  Rhetoric  but  with  Pan- 
hellenic  politics,  184 ;  on  the 
Sophistic  system,  141  ;  on  syco- 
phants, 143  ;  on  the  present  con- 
dition of  Hellas,  155  ;  his  appeal 
to  Sparta,  157  ;  on  the  position  of 
Persia,  ih,\  on  the  real  weakness 
of  Persia,  158  ;  on  the  cause  of 
Persian  weakness,  159 ;  the  Panegy- 
ricM  his  greatest  work,  163 ;  on 
the  miseries  of  the  Platacans,  180  ; 
on  alien  intruders,  186  ;  on  Dema- 
gogues, 190 ;  on  the  Spartan  Kings, 
191  ;  on  Sparta's  title  to  Messene, 
196  ;  on  the  old  Democracy,  207  ; 
on  the  Areiopagus,  208  ;  on  the 
Thirty  Tyrants,  209  ;  on  the  Demo- 
cracy of  his  time,  210 ;  his  definition 
of  Rhetoric,  258 ;  apophthegms 
ascribed  to,  260  ;  and  Isaeus,  266  ; 
a  Normal  Prose  founded  by,  427  ; 
comparison  of,  with  Lysias,  ib. ;  as 
a  teacher,  428  ;  character  of  Iso- 
cratic  prose,  ib,;  influence  of  Iso- 
cratic  prose  on   History -writing, 

429  ;  rivals  of  Isocratic  prose,  430  ; 
its  standard  character  from  about 
350  B.C.,  ib, ;  its  influence  on  Plato, 

430  etseq,;  on  Xenophon,  432;  as  a 
theorist  superior  to  Aristotle,  433  ; 
influence  of,  on  Modem  Prose,  434 ; 
other  references  to,  i.  22,  34,  35, 
133,  152,  164,  167,  168,  169,  176, 
192;  ii.  95,  96,  97,  98,  102, 
104,  108,  110,  122,  123,  124,  125, 
127,  128,  129,  130,  131,  132,  164, 
165,  175,  261,  275,  277,  297,  427 

Isocrates,  Aegineticus  of,  ii.  218,  290 
Against  Evihynus,  ii.   7,  80,  215, 

221  et  8eq, 
Against  the  Sophists,  ii.  8,  36,  48, 

et  seq,    124,  130,  141 


Against  Lochitfts,  ii.  215 

ArchidamuSf  ii.  193 

Areopagiticus,  ii.  71,  202 

Antidosis,  ii.  131 

AH  of  Bhetorie,  ii.  76 

Busiris,  ii.  89 

Ve  Bigis,  ii.  7,  77,  215 

Dt  Pace,  ii.  10,  14,  26,  H  seq.,  68, 
77,  131,  182,  193,  203 

Evagcyras,  iL  10,  77,  103 

Fragments,  ii.  258 

Helenae  Encomium,  ii.  8,  10,  49, 
etseq.,  52,  65,  71,  74,  77,  89  et 
seq.,  96  et  seq,,  99,  101  et  seq,, 
125,  128,  162 

Letter  to  Alexander,  ii.  253 

Letter  to  Antipaier,  ii.  254 

Letter  to  Archidamus,  ii.  244 

Letter  to  Demonicus,  ii.  10,  47,  77, 
SO  etseq,,  261 

Letter  to  the  Rulers  of  Mytilene,  ii. 
249 

Letter  to  Nicocles,  ii.  83  et  seq. 

Letter  to  Philip,  ii.  165,  251,  256 

Letter  to  Timotheus,  ii.  247 

Nicocles,  or  the  Cyprians,  ii.  86 

Panathenaicus,  ii.  110 

Panegyricus,  i.  201  ;  ii.  13,  17, 
148,  163 

Plataicus,  ii.  175,  181 

Trapeziticus,  ii.  223 
Isocrates  of  ApoUonia,  ii.  11,  13 
Isotimides,  decree  of,  1.  74,  81,  109, 

113  et  seq.,  116,  125 
Italian  Republics  compared  with  the 

Greek,  i.  cxxxii.  ;  ii.  419 
lUly,  i.  133  ;  ii.  161,  188,  189,  200 

Jason  of  Puerae,  ii.  18,  24,  173, 
242,  243 

Lacedaemon,  see  Sparta 
Laconism,  ii.  179 
Lamius,  ii.  249 
Lampsacus,  ii.  98 
Liarisaeans,  the,  ii.  45 
Leagnis,  i.  81 
Leda,  ii.  100 
Lemnos,  i.  82,  126 
Leochares,  ii.  32 
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LeOdamaa,  i.  237,  239  ;  il  12 

Leogoras,  i.  71,  74,  116,  121 

Leon,  i.  114 

Leontini,  i.  199  ;  ii.  139 

Lcptitics,    Demosthenes  Against ,   ii. 
303 

Lesbos,  i.  216  ;  ii.  249 

Leucani,  ii.  186 

Louctra,  ii.  168,  190,  195 

Libya,  ii.  93  ct  seq. 

Lindus,   Antipbon's  speech   on   the 
tribute  paid  by,  i.  5 

Lochites,  see  Isocrates 

Logistae,  the  Ten,  i.  220 

Long  Walls,  see  Athens 

Lyceum,  the,  ii.  8,  111 

Lycinus,  i.  56 

Lycophron,  ii.  242 

Lycurgus,  i.  93 ;  ii.  12,  118,  374  ct 
scq.,  393 

Lydia,  ii.  161 

Lydus,  i.  74,  116,  121 

Lysander,   i.  251,   254  ;   ii.    6,   138, 
221 

Lysias,  the  "plainness"  of,  i.  96, 
166  ;  closely  associated  with  the 
Athenian  democracy,  140  ;  parent- 
age of,  ib,  ;  date  of  his  birth, 
141  ;  at  Thurii,  144  ;  a  student  of 
the  Sicilian  School,  ib.  ;  his  life  at 
Athens  from  412  to  405  D.c,  145  ; 
accused  of  Atticisiiig,  and  driven 
from  Thurii,  144  ;  earliest  work  of, 
146 ;  persecuted  by  the  Thirty, 
146 ;  aids  the  Exiles,  148 ;  his 
industry  as  a  speech-writer,  150  ; 
and  the  Thirty,  149  ;  his  speech  in 
connexion  with  the  protest  of 
Archinus,  ib. ;  the  professional 
life  of,  ib.  ;  story  of  his  writing  a 
defence  for  Socrates,  150  ;  at 
Olympia,  151  ;  chronological  limit 
of  his  known  work,  152  ;  date  of 
his  death,  153  ;  character  of,  153  ; 
style  of,  155  etseq.  ;  the  representa- 
tive of  the  "plain"  style,  157, 
161  ;  originality  of,  159  ;  his  com- 
position, 163  ;  si^ecial  character- 
istics of  his  style,  162  ;  purity  of 
his  diction,  164  ;  his  clearness  and 
conciseness,   167,   168  ;   the  ethos 


of,  ib.  ;  vividness  of  his  style,  168  : 
the  Roman  critics  of,  172;  the 
'*  propriety  "  and  the  **  charm  " 
of,  ih.  ;  his  treatment  of  subject- 
matter,  174  ;  his  invention  and 
his  method  of  arrangement,  175  : 
his  proem,  177  ;  excels  in  nar- 
rative, 178  ;  his  power  as  regards 
rhetorical  proof,  ib,  ;  the  epilogues 
of,  179  ;  his  tact  and  humour, 
179  ;  his  sarcasm,  181  ;  his  defects 
as  an  orator,  ib.  ;  the  limits  of 
pathos  in,  181  ;  his  eloquence 
i-arely  passionate,  183  ;  his  place 
in  the  history  of  Rhetoric,  188  ; 
the  ancient  critics  upon,  189 ; 
Plato's  satire  upon,  ib. ;  Cicero's 
model  of  Attic  refinement,  190  ; 
and  Demosthenes,  \9\  r.t  seq.  ;  and 
his  successors,  192  ;  the  Plutarcbic 
biographer,  194  ;  proportion  of 
extant  to  lost  works  of,  195  ; 
condition  of  the  extant  speeclies, 
ib,  ;    arrangement    in    the   MSS., 

196  ;  the  Epideictic  Speeches  of, 

197  ;  the  Olympiacus  of,  compared 
with  the  PancgyriciL'i  of  Isocrates, 
201  ;  Deliberative  Speeches  of, 
205 ;  Forensic  Speeches  in  Public 
Causes,  208  ;  distinctive  qualities 
of  the  Speech  on  the  Property  of 
the  brother  of  Nicias,  226  ;  Speech 
For  the  Soldier  spurious,  230  ;  not 
the  author  of  the  Speech  AgainM 
AndocideSj  280  ;  Speech  of,  quote<l 
in  the  Phacdnis  of  Plato,  301  tt 
seq.  ;  the  earliest  writer  of  Erotic 
discourse,  305  ;  Letters  of,  311  ; 
at  Olympia,  ii.  17  ;  his  sympathy 
with  come<ly,  383  ;  Roman  fol- 
lowers of,  450  ;  other  references 
to,  i.  19,  31,  34,  35  et  seq.,  64  rf 
seq.,  87  et  seq.,  93,  95,  132,  270  et 
seq.,  272,  276,  280,  287,  ct  seq.,  291 
et  seq.  ;  ii.  2,  et  seq.,  34,  55  et  seq., 
149,  164,  220  ct  seq.,  263,  266  et 
seq.,  274  et  seq.,  284,  285,  288,  290, 
2dS  etseq.,  426 

Against  AescJdnes,  i.  310 
Against  Agoratus,  i.  175,  265 
Against  Alcibiades,  i.  251 
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Against  Andocides,  i.  277 
Against   Archcbiadcs,   i.    309  ;  ii. 

282 
Against  the   Corndcalers^   i.    210, 

221 
Against  Diogeitony    i.    177,    195, 

211,  293  ct  seq. 
Against  Epicrates^  i.   210,  217  tt 

seq. 
Against  the  Sons  of  Hippocrates^  i. 

309  ;  ii.  281 
Against  EratosthciuSy  i.  150,  155, 

169  etscq,,  184  et  seq.,  211,  256 

ct  seq. 
Against  Ergocles,   i.    210,    215    ct 

seq. ,  235  et  seq. 
Against    Ernndrus,   i.    180,    196, 

210,  2Z7  ctseq.y  244,  249 
Against  Cinesias,  i.  806 
Against  Nicidcs  (lost),  1.  196,  238 
Against  Xicomachus,  i.  181,  210, 

218 
Against  Fancleon,  i.  197,  209,  211, 

298 
Against  Philocrates,  1.  235  et  seq. 
Against  Philon,  i.  210,  243 
Against  TheomnestvSj  i.  211,  229, 

289,  292,  298 
Against  Tisis,  i.  307 
Defence    on    a    charge    of   taking 

bribes,  i.  196,  210,  214  et  seq. 
Defence  on  a  charge  of  seeking  to 

abolish   the  Democrarg,    i.   210, 

245 
DefcTivce  against  Siinon,  i.  211,  272, 

276 
For  the  Invalid,  i.  210,  249 
For  Iphieratcs,  i.  152 
For  Callias,  i.  196,  211,  283 
For  MaiUitheus,   i.    181,  210,  240 

et  seq. 
For  Pherenicns,  i.   152,   307;   ii. 

279 
For  Polystratus,  i.  146,  210,  211 

et  seq. 
For  the  Soldier,  \.  210,  227  ct  seq., 

229 

On  the  Property  if  Aristopliancs,  i. 

230,  269 
On  the  Property  of  Eraton,  i.  196, 

211,  296 


On  th^  Property  of  E aerates,  i.  196, 

22'6  ct»q.,  231,  266 
On  the  Murder  of  Eratosthenes,  i. 

209  et  seq.,  271  ct  seq.,  292 
On  the  Sacred  Olive,  i.  211,  284 
To  his  Comjyanions,  i.  300 
On  the  Confiscation  of  tfie  Property 

of  the  Brother  of  Nicias,  i.  210, 

223  ct  seq. 
On  Wounding  \ciih  Intent,  i.  196 

211,  273 
Epitnphius,  i.  161,  196,  203  et  seq. 
Olympiacus,   i.    152,    184   ct  seq., 

195,   199,  201,  204,  206  et  seq.  ; 

ii.  164 
Plea  for  the  Constitution,  i.  206 
Lysimachiis,  ii.  131  ctseq.,  140,  144 
Lvsitheides,  ii.  137 
Lysitheiif,  i.  2S9 


Ma  ca  rtat  us,      speech      Against 

(wrongly  ascribed  to  Demosthenes), 

ii.  277,  359  ' 
Macedonia,   ii.  22,  165  ct  seq.,  169, 

174,  204,  252  ctseq.,  256 
Magnetes,  the,  ii.  167 
Mantineia,  i.  207 ;  ii.  150,  156,  189 
Mantithcus  accused  in  the  Hermae 

affair,  i.  125 
Mantiihciis,  speech  For,  sec  Lysias 
Marathon,  i.  123  ;  ii.  119,  154,  174, 

186 
Massulia,  ii.  200 

MausOlus,  dynast  of  Caria,  ii.  10 
Megacleides,  ii.  29,  132 
Megacles,  i.  254 
Megalopolis,  ii.  205 
Megara,  i.  72,  128  ct  seq.,  148,  260, 

287  ;  ii.  168,  190 
Megarics,  the,  ii.  8,  39,  99 
Meletus,  i.  81,  115,  117,  277,  282 
Melissus,  ii.  99 
Melos,  i.  131  ;  ii.   114,   138,   154  et 

seq.,  220 
Meinnon,  ii.  101 

Metnorabilia,  Xenophon's,  ii.  5,  47 
Men^icles,  speech  On  the  Estate  of,  see 

Isaeus 
Menelans,  ii.  101 
Menestheus,  ii.  138 
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Menestratus,  i.  268 

AfenexenuSf   Plato's,    i.    4,   205 ;    it 

225 
Messalla  Corvinos,  ii.  450 
Messenia,  ii.  45,  114,  193,  196,  200, 

201 
Methymna,  i.  55  ;  ii.  249 
Miltiados,  i.  126,  127  ;  ii.  146,  188 
.  Minos,  iL  112 
Molossia,  i.  133 
Munychia,  i.  265 
Mysia,  i.  288 
Mysteries,  the  affair  of  the,  i.  116 ; 

Speech  On  the,  see  Lysias 
Mytilene,  i.  55  ;  ii.  179,  249  el  seq. ; 

To  the  Rulers  off  see  Isocrates 

Naugrates,  ii.  275 

Naupactus,  ii.  114 

NausimacJiuSf  Demosthenes  Against^ 
ii.  302 

Naxos,  i.  199 

Nectanebis,  ii.  249 

Neda,  R.,  ii.  202 

Neleus,  ii.  196 

Neocles,  the  Boeotarch,  ii.  176 

Nestor,  ii.  114 

Niceratus,  i.  225 

Nicias,  the  Peace  of,  i.  126 ;  his  de- 
imrturc  from  Athens,  131 ;  Lysias 
writes  a  defence  for  the  nephews 
of,  182  ;  stemma  of  the  family  of, 
225  ;  otherwise  mentioned,  6,  131 
et  seq,,  136,  266  ;  ii.  221  et  seq, ;  On 
the  Property  of  tfie  Brother  of,  see 
Lysias 

Nicides,  see  Lysias 

Nicocles,  ii.  103,  104,  109,  134,  136 

Nicocles,  the  Letter  to,  see  Isocrates 

Nicocles,  or  The  Cyprians,  see  Iso- 
crates 

Nicocreon,  ii.  103 

Nicomachus,  i.  219  d  seq.,  285,  287 

Nicoinachiis,  Against,  see  Lysias 

Nicomedes,  i.  299 

Nicophemus,  i.  230  et  seq. 

Nicostratus,  ii.  271,  295 

Nicostratns,  On  the  Estate  of,  see 
Isaeus 

Nile,  R.,  ii.  93  et  seq, 

Nomothetae,  the,  i.  219  ct  seq. 


Odtssbus  against  Palairvedes^  ascribed 
to  Alcidamas,  ii.  52 

Ocnoe  betrayed  by  Aristarchiis,  L  11 

Olympia,  i.  151,  198  ;  ii.  17,  110. 
201,  264 

Olympiacns,  see  Lysias 

Olympian  Zeus,  ii.  163 

Olympic  Festival,  i.  198  et  seq.;  ii. 
148 

Olympieion,  ii.  32 

Olynthus,  i.  184  ;  ii.  148,  150,  156. 
203  et  seq. 

Onetor,  ii.  137  ;  speeches  of  Demo- 
sthenes against,  302 

Onomacles,  one  of  the  Four  Hundred, 
i.  10  ;  accused  of  treason,  11  ;  dis- 
appearance of,  12 

"Orator,"  the  English  and  lAtiu 
term,  compared  with  the  Greek 
"rhetor,"  i.  Ixvii.  et  seq. 

Oratory,  Ancient,  its  relation  to 
ancient  Prose,  i.  Ixviii. ;  ancient,  a 
fine  art,  IxLx.  et  seq.  ;  modem,  its 
leading  characteristics,  Ixxri.  et 
seq. ;  Greek,  its  special  character- 
istics, xc. ;  Greek,  its  superiority 
to  Roman,  ciii.  et  seq. ;  modem,  itn 
greatest  triumphs  won  by  sudden 
bursts,  Ixxxviii. ;  civil,  definition  of, 
cxxxiii. ;  first  conditions  of,  cviii. : 
Athenian,  how  related  to  Greek, 
exxix.  ;  "  Political,"  as  understood 
by  Hermogenes,  89 ;  the  three 
principal  styles  of,  157  et  seq. ; 
** invention"  in,  175;  ** arrange- 
ment" in,  ih, ;  proem,  177  ;  narra- 
tive, 178 ;  proof,  ih, ;  epilogue, 
179 ;  at  the  Panhellenic  festivals. 
198  ;  development  of  Deliberative, 
ii.  369  ;  relation  of,  to  Rhetoric. 
370 ;  Political,  extant  Athenian 
literature  of,  373  ;  Attic,  develop- 
ment of,  sketched,  421  et  seq. ; 
decline  of,  immediate  or  ultimate 
causes  for,  435  et  seq. ;  universal 
tendency  to  exaggeration,  the 
characteristic  of  the  decadence 
in,  442  et  seq, ;  revival  of 
Attic  taste  in,  coincident  with  a 
revival  in  Sculpture,  447  ;  Roman 
view    of,    449 ;    Greek    view   of, 
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gradaally  prevails  at  Rome,  449 ; 

Dionysius    on    the    decline    and' 

the  revival  of,  454 
Orchomenus,  i.  82;  ii.  175,  178 
Oreus,  ii  265 

Oropus,  i.  11  ;  ii.  178,  180 
Orpheus,  iL  93  «^  seq. 
Ostracism,  the  object  and  method  of, 

.  i.  135  ;  misconceived  in  the  Speech 

against  Alcibiades,  134 

Paeonians,  the,  ii.  167 

PalamedeSf  Speech  of  Odysseus  against  f 

ii.  52  ;  Defnice  of^  ih. 
Palladion,  the  court  of  the,  i.  52 
Pallene,  the  Temple  of  Athene  at,  L 

122 
Pamphylia,  i.  216 
.Panaetius,  i.  120 
Panathenaea,  the  Great,   ii.    110  ct 

scq,,  148 
ParuUhenaicuSj  see  Isocrates 
PanegyrieuSf  see  Isocrates 
Panhellenic  festivals.  Oratory  at  the, 
i.  198 ;  other  mention  of,  199  ;  iL 
134 
Pancleon,  see  Lysias 
Pantaenetiis,   Demosthenes    Against^ 

ii.  302 
Pantaleon,  1.  290 
Paphus,  ii.  109 
Parisosis,  ii.  61 
Paromoiosis,  ii.  61 
Paros,  iL  218  et  seq, 
Parrhasius,  ii.  132,  299 
Parthenon,  i.  284 
Pasinus,  iL  219 
Pasioii,  ii.  224 
Pausanias,  king  of  Sparta,  i.  227  ;  ii. 

90 
Pegae,  i.  127 

Peiraciis,   the,   i.   27,   72,   108,  110, 
128,   143,    148,   185   ei  seq.,  222, 
259  et  seq.,  265,  269  ;  iL  210 
Peirithous,  ii.  100 

Peisander,  and  the  Revolution  of 
the  Four  Hundred,  i.  1 ;  represents 
the  oligarchs  of  Samos,  7  ;  appeals 
to  the  oligarchical  clubs  in  Athens, 
8 ;  and  his  colleagues,  10  ;  flight 
0^  11  ;  the  motives  of,  16  ;  other 


mention  of,  16,  73,  78,  118,  112, 
125,  137,  247,  287 
Peisander  of  Plato  Comicus,  i.  7  ;  ii. 

272 
Peisistratus,  his  victory  near  Pallene, 
i.    122  ;    first    demagogue,    then 
despot,  ii.  117 
Peisistratidae,  the,  Antiphon's  grand- 
father a  supporter  of  the,  i.  3,  12  ; 
tlie  expulsion  of  the,  122  ;  other 
mention  of,  71,  110,  122,  239  ;  ii. 
190 
Peison,  a  member  of  the  Thirty,  i. 

146,  169,  260 
Peitholaus,  ii.  242 
Peleus,  iL  105 

Peloponnesus,  the,  i.  278  ;  ii.  112  et 
seq.,  120,  138,  156,  168,  181,  189, 
196,  200,  245 
Peloponnesian   War,   the  effects    of 
the,  i.  33  ;  iL  16  ;  other  references 
to,  L  286;  iL  1,  5,  13,  140 
Pelops,  iL  29,  102,  114,  174 
Pergamus,    the  grammarians    of,   i. 
195  ;  a  chief  seat  of  Hellenism,  ii. 
20 
Pericles,  i.  cxxv.  ei  seq.;   tribute  of 
Thucydides  to  the  character  of,  4  ; 
Athens    under,    19 ;    sayings  of, 
27   et  seq. ;   Andocides  at  Samos 
with,  71  ;   other  mention  of,  24, 
30,  52,  140,  144,  221,  260,  228  ;  ii. 
1,  143,  146,  etc. 
Perinthus,  siege  of,  iL  46 
Periphrasis,  ii.  70 
Perrhaebi,  the,  ii.  167 
Perseus,  ii.  94  et  seq.,  96,  196 
Persephone,  ii.  151 
Persia,  invasion  of  Greece  by,  in  490 
B.C., — its  object,  i.   123  ;  growth 
of     her     naval    strength,     199 ; 
Monarchy  in,  ii.  87  ;  Isocrates  on, 
157, 160, 171  ;  other  references  to, 
66,   107  et  seq.,  113  ct  seq.,  136, 
156,  159  et  seq.,  164  et  seq.,  172  et 
seq.,    183   et  seq.,   189,   197,   201, 
203,  206,  252 
Persian  War,  L   117,   123,  202;  iL 

13,  153,  154,  160,  189,  192 
Personalities  of  Ancient  Oratory,  i. 
cii. 
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I'hacax,  i.   131  d  scq. ;   thought  by 
some  to  have  written  the  Si>eech 
Against  Ahibiadfa,  133 
Phnedtm,  Plato's,  i.  125,  301  et  scq.  ; 

ii.  3,  et  »:q. ,  34,  47 
Pliariiabazus,  ii.  158 
Phaselis,  ii.  113,  156,  210 
Pheidias,  ii.  8,  71,  132 
Pheidon,  i.  257 
Pherae,  ii.  25,  173,  225 
Pherecles,  i.  74 
Pherenicus,  st-e  Lysiau 
Phikhiis,  Plato's,  ii.  128 
Philip  of  Macedon,  i.  184  ;  ii.  2,  11, 
18,  20,  23  ct  acq.,  30,  46,  64,  85, 
165  ct  srq.^  174,   184,  203  ct  seq,, 
242,  251,  255 
Philippic,  Firsff  of  Demosthenes,  ii. 

303 
PhiiijtpicUy  of  TheoiK)mpus,  ii.  46 
Philippvs^  see  Isocrates 
Philiscus,  ii.  275 
Philocrates,  Peace  of,  ii.  165 
PhilocratcSy  Against^  see  Lysias 
Philoctdnoiiy    On  the  Estate  of^  see 

Isaeus 
Philomelus,  ii.  137 
PhiloHy  Agaiiistf  see  Lysias 
PhiloneOs,  i.  64 
Philonides,  ii.  137 
"  Philosojdiy,"   earliest  use   of   the 
word,  ii.  34  ct  seq. ;  Isocratic  sense 
of,  38  ct  seq. 
Phocaeans,  ii.  200 
Phoenicia,  ii.  108,  160,  171 
Phlius,  ii.  148,  150,   156,  189,  193, 

200 
Phocian  War,  ii.  205,  242 
Phocis,  ii.  168,  200,  205 
Phocylidcs,  ii.  85 

Phonnit),  Demosthenes  For,  ii.  302 
Phormiaius,  i.  206 

Photius,   on   Lysias,   i.   192  ;   other 
references  to,  288,  293  ;  ii.  77,  258, 
286 
Phyle,  the  Exiles  at,  i.  267  ct  seq. 
Phrygia,  ii.  161 
Phrynichus,  i.  10,  16,  247,  265,  269, 

287 
Pindar,  i.  23,  27  ;  ii.  140 
Plastic  character,  that  which  belongs 


to  everv  artistic   creation   of  th»- 
Greek    mind,     i.     xc. ;     how    ex- 
pressed in  Greek  Oratory,  xcii.  ff 
seq. 
Plataea,   the  battle   of,    i.    124  ;   th- 
pretext  for  the  devastation  of,  il 
177  ct  seq. ;  sacred ness  of  the  land 
of,    181  ;    other    mention   of,   45. 
114,  175  ft  seq.,  184,  197 
PlatnicuSy  see  Isocrates 
Plathane,  wife  of  Isocrates,  ii.  29 
Plato  Comicus,  i.  135  ;  ii.  272 
Plato,  Antiphon's  reputation  in  the 
time  of,  L  4  ;  his  8api>osed  refer- 
ences to  Isocrates,  ii.  47  ;  &up]K>sed 
references  of  Isocrates  to,  4S ;  prob- 
able   relations    between    Isocrate? 
and,   50  ;  his  sty  It*,   how   far   in- 
fluenced   by   the    Isocratic   prose, 
430;  other  mention  of,   i.   4,  142, 
144,   165,   175   et  seq.,    189,   205; 
ii.  13,  21,  34  el  seq.,  39,  48  et  seq., 
128,  247,   266  ;    The  J:^nliic  of. 
i.  142,  143  :  ii.  49 ;  T/u  Phaedrv* 
of,  i.  195 

Plutarch,  i.  cxxvi.,  24,  71,  75.  119, 
120,  123,  136  ;  ii.  270 

Pnytagoras,  son  of  Evagoras,  iL  IDS 

Pnyx,  assembly  on  the,  i.  1 1 

Polemarchus,  i.  143  ct  seq.,  146  et 
seq.,  256,  258,  260,  263 

Poliochus,  i.  223  ct  seq.,  231 

Political  morality  of  the  Greeks 
generally,  i.  cxxix. ;  aspect  of 
Athenian  Oratory,  cxxxi.  et  seq. 

Political  Oratory,  see  Oratory 

Polus,  ii.  130 

Polyaenus,  i.  227,  229 

Polyalces,  ii.  243 

Polydorus,  brother  of  Jason  of 
Pherae,  ii.  242 

Polycrates,  i.  151  ;  ii.  9,  90  et  seq., 
98,  274 

Polygnotus,  ii.  299 

Pol>T)hron,  ii.  242 

Poly  stratus,  Sixiech  For,  see  Lysias 

Pontua,  ii.  10 

Poseidon,  ii.  93  ct  seq.,  100  et  seq., 
153 

Potidaea,  ii.  138,  165,  205 

Praxiteles,  ii.  76 
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Priam,  ii.  101 

Prodicus,  i.  cxii.  ;  21,  27  ;  ii.  4. 

Propontis,  re-establishment  of  Athe- 
nian power  in  the,  i.  108 

Prose,  literary,  first  Greek  conception 
of,  i.  cix.,  18  i't  seq. 

Protagoras,  i.  cxi.  cl  seq.,  21,  52; 
ii.  99,  128 

l*nitaneion,  the,  court  held  at,  i.  62 

I'ydna,  ii.  205 

Pyrrhus,  ii.  268 

PyrrhvSf  On  the  Estate  o/*,  see  Isaeus 

I'ythagoras,  ii.  91 

Pythonicus,  i.  110,  119  f<  seq. 

QuiNTiLiAK,  on  Demosthenes  and 
Cicero,  i.  cv. ;  on  the  writings 
ascribed  to  Pericles,  cxxvi. ;  on 
the  three  styles,  158 ;  on  Lysias, 
191  ;  other  references  to,  88 ;  ii. 
64.  258,  300 

Rhadamantuus,  ii.  120 

Uhamnus,  the  deme  of,  i.  2 

Rhetoric,  in  the  time  of  Antiphon,  i. 
3  ;  the  new  power  of,  17  ;  figures 
of  thought  and  of  language,  28  ; 
ii.  60  ;  the  Sicilian  School  of,  i. 
166  ;  Isocrates  opens  a  school  of, 
at  Chios,  ii.  6 ;  at  Athens,  about 
390  B.C.,  62 ;  teachers  of,  125, 
128;  writers  of  **Art"  of,  126. 
129  ct  Si-q, ;  Isocrates'  definition  of, 
258  ;  three  branches  of  —  how 
estimated  in  rime  of  Isocrates, 
427;  Practical,  Philo80]>hical  and 
Scholastic,  445  ;  use  of  the  Scholas- 
tic, 446  ;  Roman  Schools  of,  449 

Rhodes,  general  allusions  to,  ii.  69, 
135,  159,  161,  182  et  sr.q.,  204, 
249  ;  under  the  Diadochi,  447  ; 
so-called  School  of,  447 

Rome,  revival  of  Attic  simj)licity  at, 
i.  190  ;  progress  of  the  Greek  view 
of  Oratory  at,  ii.  448  ct  seq, ;  value 
of  revived  Atticism  for,  461  et  seq. 

Sacred  Olive^  On  thcy  see  Lysias 
Sacred  War,  the,  ii.  166 
Sacrilege,  Attic  law  on,  i.  283 
Salamis,  i.  123  ;    ii.  103,  105,  108, 
113,  154,  174 


Sailamis,  the  Cyjjrian,  ii.  109 

Sunios,  Alcibiades  and  the  oligar- 
chical party  at,  i.  7  ;  Kotioneia 
fortified  against  possible  attack 
from,  10  ;  the  hcad([uarters  of  the 
Athenian  fleet,  78  ;  other  mention 
of,  27,  71  ;  ii.  110,  138,  161 

Saniothrace,  Antiphon 's  Speech  on 
the  tribute  paiil  to  Athens  by,  i.  5 

Sappho,  ii.  55 

Sarpedon,  ii.  101 

Satyrus,  king  of  the  Cimmerian  Bos- 
porus, i.  241  ;  ii.  223  et  seq. 

Satyrus  of  Heracleia,  ii.  247 

Scioue,  ii.  114,  154 

Scul])ture,  popular  modern  concep- 
tion of,  i.  xc.  ;  place  of,  among 
the  Arts,  xcv. ;  why  especially 
congenial  to  the  Greek  mind,  ih. ; 
relation  of,  to  Greek  Tragedy, 
xcvi.  ;  coutemjioraneous  revival  of 
Oratory  and,  ii.  447 

Scyros,  i.  82,  126 

Scythia,  ii.  153 

Sestus,  ii.  25,  138 

Sicilian  Expedition,  i.  30 

Sicilian  Greeks,  their  general  char- 
acter, i.  cxiv.  ;  Democracy,  cxv. ; 
Tyrants,  cxvi. 

Sicilian  School,  Lysias  a  student  of 
the,  i.  144 

Sicily,  i.  140,  200,  230,  278  ;  ii.  10, 
87,  161,  169,  186,  188  ct  seq.,  200 

Sicily,  Rhetoric  of,  i.  ex.  ;  origin  of 
artistic  Rhetoric  in,  cxiv.  et  seq.  ; 
state  of,  in  466  B.C.,  Ixxi. 

Sigeuni,  ii.  25 

Simon,  defence  against  (see  Lysias), 
i.  272 

Simonides,  ii.  21,  53 

Sinope,  ii.  19,  161,  173 

Siphnos,  ii.  218  ct  seq. 

"Smooth  harmony,"  Dionysius  on 
the,  ii.  53  ;  representatives  of,  65 

Social  War,  ii.  182,  203,  249 

Socrates,  the  accuser  of,  i.  115 ; 
Lysias  writes  a  defence  for,  160 ; 
his  influence  upon  Isocrates,  ii.  3  ; 
the  accusation  of,  90  ct  seq.  ;  other 
allusions  to,  i.  84,  143,  176  ;  ii. 
34,  47 
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Socratics,  the,  ii.  89,  46  e^dcq.^  99 
Socratic  Acschines,  the  fragment  of 

the  lost  Speech  against  4rhc,  i.  180 
Soli,  ii.  106,  109 
Solon,   the    laws    of,   i.   2*21,    291  ; 

other  allusions  to,   221,  245 ;  ii. 

27,  34,  117,  124, 143,  146,  202,  207 
Sophilus,  father  of  AnUphon,  i.  3, 

13.  .►. 

Sophistic,    as    ordinarily    exercised 

and  .as  understood  by  lacerates, 

ii.  39,  143  '"    • 
Sophists,  the,  of  Hellas  proper,    i. 

21  ;  of  Sicily,  ib, ;  the  teaching  of 

the,  33 ;  Isocrates  on  the,  ii.  39, 

127  ;  Solon  one  of  the  Seven,  143  ; 
Isocrates  against,  124  ;  other  men- 
tion of,  48,  89,  147 

Sophocles,  the  most  human  of  the' 
Greek  dramatists,  i.  zcviii.  ;  the 
most  perfect  type  of  the  Greek 
intellect,  ih,,  154,  193;  ii.  438 

S6polis,  ii.  219  et  scq, 

Sparta,  the  Tliirty  Years*  truce 
between  Athens  and,  i.  71,  126, 

128  ;  Athens,  Thebas,  CorintliAnd 
Argos  leagued  against,  in  Cov- 
inthian  War,  82,  126*  199  ;  'the 
compulsory  truc.e  with,  in  404 
B.C.,  126;  Fifty  Years*  truce 
between  Athens  and,  128 ;  Five 
Years*  truce  between  Athens  and, 
128  ;  embassy  to,  from  the  extreme 
Oligarchs  in  411  B.C.,  10,  13,  17  ; 
Athenian  embassy  to,  in  391-0 
B.C.,  82,  126  ;  military  science  at, 
ii.  118  ;  the  obstacle  to  Greek  con- 
cord, 151  ;  Imperial,  155,  189 ; 
Isocrates  on  the  alliances  of,  156  ; 
Plataea  in  league  with,  178 ;  in- 
solence and  fall  of,  189;  title  to 
Messeuo  of,  196  ;  other  mention 
of,  i.  116,  184,  199  et  acq.,  206, 
225,  231,  238,  253,  262,  265  et 
seq.,  294;  ii.  13,  17,  20,  22, 
27,  87,  93,  100,  107  ct  seq,, 
112  et  scq.,  135,  146,  150,  154  et 
scq.,  156, 159,  163,  165,  167  ct  scq., 
171,  174  et  seq.,  178  et  acq.,  187 
et  seq.,  193  ct  seq.,  209,  218,  244  ct 
seq.,  247,  257 


Sphetlfis,  i.  297 

Speusippus,  i.  74,  116,  121  ;  ii.  13 

SpudUiSf   DeuiostbeDes  AyainM,   ii. 
302 

Stesichorus,  ii.  102  * 

Strepsiades,  i.  39 

StromI)ichides,  i.  266 

Succession,  Athenian  law  of,  ii.  316  ; 
Hindoo   system   of,    ib,  ;    Romair' 
law  of,  ib. 

Suidas,  i.  cxxv.  89  ;  ii.  11,  76 

Syinmoriac   (Navy   Boards),    Demo- 
sthenes On  tliCj  ii.  303 

Syria,  ii.  160 

Syracuse,  i.   126,140,  152,   199  ;ji.^ 
156,  239  .  ^   ' 

Tanagha,  ii.  175,  177  J, 

Tantalus,  ii.  81,  174  - 

IVij/^etuSjlkl.,  ii.  202 

Teiribazus,  ii.  158 

Telamon*,  ii.  105 

Telcsippus,  ii.  3 

Ten,  the- Board  of,  at  Atliens,  403^ 

B.c.,'"i."262  ^  '    \ 

''Ten  Thousand,"  the  Retreat  of  th€;.^i 
'ii.  159  ^-  2^'^ 

Testation,  origin  of,  ii.  315 ;  dev  *o^^|^ 

ment  of,  how  illustrated  by  Isi^ta,  ^i 

Teucrus,  i.  72,  116,  ISO;  ii.  3lS'        « 
Thargelia,  the,  i.  61  Jk       ^ 

Thearides,  i.  199   -  *  -         -  = 

Thebe,  Jl  242  f<  sfj.  .    "^         V^ 

Thel)es/  the  policy  of,  ii.  i79m,  V^ '  i 
Plataea  contrasted,  ib.  ;  i^v  126/ -^  ' 
199,  202,  238,  300;  iu.  2a^ 
22,  114  et  acq.,  118,  152,  }g!  %H$J 
scq,,  175  et  seq.,  189,  190,  'J93  et  * 
seq.f  195  et  scq.,  JOl,  205,^206,  - 
257,  280  ^  ' 

Themistocles,  tribute  of  Thucydidcs 
to  the  genius  of,  i!  4  ;  alleged  i^s- 
honouring  of  the  remains  of,. 136  ; 
other  mention  of  221,  262  ;  ^ii. 
113,  143,  146,  160,  188 
Theodectes,  ii.  275,  480  ^ 

Theodorus,  fatli^  of  Isocrates,  iir  2 
Theodorus,  brother  of  Isocrat^  iL  8 
Theodorus  of  Byzantium,  i.  ^46";  ii^-» 
91,  275        •  '     . 
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Theodoras  of  Gadara,  ii.  452 

Theodotus,  i.  272 

Theognis,  i.  147,  169,  260  ;  ii.  85 

ThccmvnlstuSy  Againstf  see  Lysias 

Theon,  i.  204 

Theophrastus,  i.  189 ;  cf.  ii.  61,  428, 

452 
Theopompus,  the  historiao,  i.  214 ; 

u.   11,   13,  46,   65,  68,  272,  275, 

429 
Thedricon,  the,  ii.  25 
Theramenes,  i.  261  ;  ii.  4  ct  acq. 
Therapnae,  ii.  102 
Thermopylae,  ii.  154,  174,  201 
Thessaly,  ii.  5,   17,   139,   168,   190, 

253 
Theseus,   i.  202;  ii.  97,   100,  103, 

116,  120,  174,  213 
Thesetis  of  Theopompus  comicus,  ii. 

272 
TheseioD,  Thucydides'  account  of  the 

garrisoning    of,    in    415    B.C.,    i. 

121 
Thesmothetae,  the,  i.   11,  246,  284, 

290,  222  ;  ii.  143,  216 
Thespiae,  ii.  175,  184,  197 
Thesprotia,  i.  133 
Thetis,  ii.  101 
Theudosia,  ii.  224 
Thimbron,  ii.  159 
Thirty  Tyrants,   the,  i.   Ill  <j^  scq.f 

114,  116,  126,  140,  148,  149,  185, 

202,  207,  214,  217,  221,  239,  241, 

247  et  seq,f  256  et  seq.,  259  et  seq.^ 

269,   279,   290  et  scq.,  292  ;  ii.  5, 

190,  209,  217,  221,  222 
Thrace,  i.   254;    ii.  138,   153,    166, 

184,  203,  205  et  seq.,  254  et  acq, 
Thrasybulus  of  Steiria,  i.  149,  216  ; 

ii.  332 
Thrasybulus  of  Collytus,  i.  237  ;  ii. 

373 
Thrasydaeus  of  Elis,  i.  148  ;  ii.  103 
Thrasyllus,  i.  293  ;  ii.  219  et  seq. 
Thrasylochus,  ii.  219  ci  seq. 
Thrasymachus  of  Chalcedon,  services 

of,  to  Attic  Oratory,  ii.  425  ;  place 

of,  in  the  development,  426  ;  other 

mention  of,  45,  58,  91,  130,  274 
Thucydides,   on    the  Revolution  of 

the  Four  Hundred,  i.   1  ;  date  of 
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his  birth,  2  ;  tone  of  his  reference 
to  Antiphon,  4  ;  his  description  of 
Antiphon's  defence,  13  ;  on  the 
dperi/l  of  Antiphon,  16  ;  other 
mention  of  Antiphon  by,  6  et  aeq,  ; 
**  austere  "  style  as  represented  by, 
ii.  422  ;  sympathy  of  Demosthenes 
with,  425  ;  Roman  followers  of, 
450 ;  otherwise  mentioned,  i.  20, 
23,  25  et  seq,,  28,  30,  34,  37 
et  seq.,  75  et  seq.,  87,  119  et  seq., 
134,  165,  282  ;  ii.  46,  55 

Thurii,  i.  141  et  seq.,  144 

Thyrea,  ii.  201 

Timacus,  ii.  440,  448 

Timodemus,  ii.  222 

Tiinocrates,  Demosthenes  Against, 
ii.  303 

Timotheus,  son  of  Conon,  i.  230  ;  ii. 
9,  12,  15,  24,  32,  131,  m  etseq., 
206,  249 

Timotheus  of  Heracleia,  iL  85,  247 

Tisamenus,  i.  117 

Tisias,  i.  cxiz.  et  seq.,  144  ;  ii. 
130 

Tisiphonus,  ii.  242 

Tithraustes,  ii.  158 

Toron^,  ii.  114 

Tragedy,  Greek,  and  Greek  Sculpture, 
i.  xcvi.  ;  and  Dialectic,  xcviii. 

TrapezUieus,  see  Isocrates 

Triballi,  ii.  186 

Troezen,  i.  127  ;  ii.  220 

Troy,  ii.  101  et  seq.,  108,  112  et  seq., 
154,  162  et  seq.,  172  et  seq. 

Two  Thousand,  special  court  of,  at 
Athens  in  404  B.C.,  i.  266  et  seq. 

Tyndareus,  ii.  100,  196 

Tyre,  ii.  160 

T^rtaeus,  ii.  202 


Xenaenetus,  i.  298 

Xenocles,  ii.  280 

Xenophon,  confirms  certain  state- 
ments of  Andocides,  i.  129  ; 
Memorabilia  of,  and  the  Ad 
Demonicum  of  Isocrates,  ii.  47  ; 
and  Isocrates,  alike  in  what  they 
owe  to  Socrates,  ib.  ;  Essay  On 
the  Hevcnues   of  Athens  ascribed 
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to,  26  ;  how  far  influenced  in  style 
by  Isocrates,  432 ;  Roman  followers 
of,  450  ;  other  mention  of,  2,4,  21, 
47,  202 
Xerxes,  i.  124,  126 ;  ii.  113,  119, 
153  et  seq.,  168,  252 


Zenon,  ii.  99 

Zeus,  i.  40 ;  ii.  87,  93,  100  et  «g., 

105,  108,  162,  245 
Zeus  Soter,  L  237 
Zeuxis,  ii  132,  299 
Zoilus,  ii.  91,  274 
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THE    ATTIC    ORATORS    FROM    ANTIPHON    TO 
ISAEOS.     2  vols.     8vo.     255.     (Macmillan  and  Co.) 

'  It  is  a  happy  conjunction  by  which  one  who  is  not  only  among  the  first  of 
living  Greek  scholars,  but  himself  an  artist  in  English  prose,  should  have  under- 
taken to  interpret  the  earliest  prose  artists  of  Greece.  Erudition  alone  cannot  serve 
to  recal  the  lost  music  of  a  language.  But  the  felicities  of  Attic  idiom  seem  echoed 
by  the  very  phrases  in  which  Prof  Jebb  describes  them.  .  .  .  We  here  recognise 
gifts  for  which  he  has  long  been  well  known  among  scholars — an  instinctive 
sympathy  with  the  Greek  spirit,  a  singular  insight  into  language,  a  sureness  of 
touch,  a  just  perspective  in  writing  notes — a  faculty  usually  denied  to  commentators 
— and  a  genius  for  translation  which  probably  leaves  him  without  a  rival  in  this 
field.  But  a  subject  whose  general  range  of  view  extends  from  the  time  of  Pericles 
to  the  early  Roman  Empire,  demands  a  breadth  of  treatment  for  which  there  was 
hardly  any  scope  in  Prof.  J  ebb's  shorter  writings.  It  is  just  such  a  sense  of  grasp 
and  mastery  that  is  left  on  the  mind  by  his  A£tic  Orators.^ — Quarterly  Review, 

*  In  the  plan  of  Mr.  Jcbb's  volumes  a  short  but  most  careful  biography  of  each 
orator  precedes  the  chapters  in  which  he  treats  of  their  style  and  examines  the  works 
which  bear  their  name.  These  memoirs  are  among  the  most  interesting  portions 
of  the  work,  and  have  often  a  special  value  as  throwing  a  light  not  merely  fresh 
but  striking  on  the  history  of  the  lime.  ...  Of  the  revival  which  shetl  its  glory  on 
the  Rome  of  Ilortensius  and  Cicero  we  must  not  say  more  than  that  it  is  treated  by 
Mr.  Jebb  with  the  same  wealth  of  learning  and  the  same  refinement  of  taste  which 
impart  to  his  work  as  a  whole  a  singular  and  delightful  charm.' — Edinburgh 
Review, 

*  By  the  aid  of  Mr.  Jebb's  volumes,  together  with  the  Greek  text,  young  scholars 
may  lay  a  substantial  foundation  for  an  intimate  knowledge,  not  only  of  the  springs 
of  Greek  oratory,  but  of  Greek  prose  in  general.  To  the  preparation  of  the 
chronological  tables  which  accompany  the  work  Mr.  Jebb  has  devoted  much  inde- 
pendent and  original  research.  .  .  .  Such  a  work  will  be  indispensable  to  the 
classical  student,  and  acceptable  to  the  general  reader.' — Times. 

*  The  subject  is  of  universal  interest.  ...  No  pains  have  been  spared  in  facili- 
tating the  use  of  the  two  handsome  volumes  as  books  of  reference,  as  witness  a 
copious  table  of  contents,  marginal  headings,  a  register  of  orations  and  letters,  a 
good  index,  and  a  table  of  annals  containing  the  results  of  new  and  original  studies 
in  chronology.* — Athcnaum, 

*  The  work  is  that  of  a  scholar  with  a  rare  appreciation  of  language  and  a  noble 
enthusiasm  for  Greek.  .  .  .  His  attitude  is  as  much  that  of  the  modem  literary 
critic  as  of  the  professional  scholar.  And  his  literary  gifts  are  such  as  entirely  to 
justify  his  adopting  this  point  of  view.  .  .  .  His  native  feeling  for  the  beauties  of 
Greek  literature  is  so  keen  that  he  never  writes  better  than  when  he  is  following  its 
unassisted  light.  He  has  produced  a  book  which  shows  quite  a  singular  and 
exceptional  power  of  appreciating  and  carefully  analysing  the  form  of  Greek  litera- 
ture, and  which  will,  we  have  no  doubt,  prove  a  powerful  aid  to  the  study  of 
the  Greek  orators  among  English  scholars.*  —  Prof.  Netlleship,  in  Macmillan*s 
Magazine, 


'  To  the  scholar,  who  must  know  something  more  than  the  choice  examples  of 
a  literature,  Mr.  J  ebb's  book  will  prove  a  valuable — we  had  almost  said  a 
necessary — acquisition.  * — Guardian, 

*  A  remarkable  book,  and  one  that  is  likely  to  become  a  standard  work. ' — 
Saturday  Review  (second  notice). 

'  British  scholarship  can  still  relish,  as  a  question  of  taste  and  literature,  the 
debate  which  sprang  up  in  Augustan  Rome,  of  Atticism  against  Asianism.  .  .  . 
This  keen  and  fruitful  debate,  with  its  decision  in  harmony  with  our  own  most 
genuine  convictions,  is  the  starting-point  selected  by  Prof  Jebb  in  his  splendid 
work  on  "The  Attic  Orators." ' — New  York  Nation. 

*■  We  are  able  to  follow  in  his  pages,  and  with  a  full  comprehension  of  the 
cause  and  manner  of  each  step  in  the  process,  the  majestic  development  of  the 
most  perfect  organ  of  human  thought  that  the  world  has  ever  seen. ' — PcUl  MaU 
Gazette, 

*  We  must  congratulate  Prof.  Jebb  on  having  achieved  a  brilliant  success  in  a 
department  of  study  which  has  hitherto  received  little  attention,  notwithstandii^ 
its  great  importance.' — Exatniner, 


SELECTIONS  FROM  THE  ATTIC  ORATORS,  with 
Critical  and  Explanatory  Notes.  Being  a  companion  Volume 
to  the  above.     8vo.     12s.  6d. 

'Every  scholar  and  student  will  welcome  the  complement  fitly  added  to 
Professor  Jebb's  History  of  the  earlier  Attic  orators  by  his  companion  volume  of 
specimens  from  their  speeches.  We  have  here  a  series  of  their  most  characteristic 
passages,  with  notes  and  comments — a  mirror  wherein  **  to  see  the  old  Greeks  as 
they  lived  and  moved,"  and  to  study  Greek  society  in  its  larger  political  aspects. 
Mr.  Jebb's  object  has  been  in  the  choice  of  such  selections  to  interpret  each 
author's  part  in  the  evolution  of  Attic  prose  style,  and  the  bearing  of  each  passage 
on  the  representation  of  Greek  thoughts,  politics,  and  manners.' — Saturday 
Review, 

*The  notes  are  exceedingly  good,  give  help  where  help  is/eally  required,  and 
bring  out  the  sense  and  purpose  of  the  writer.  The  work  is  altogether  a  valuable 
addition  to  the  means  of  studying  the  classics.' — Scotsman. 

*  Professor  Jebb  now  gives  us  a  discriminating  selection  of  some  of  the  most 
interesting  passages  in  the  works  of  the  five  orators  whom  he  had  previously 
described,  together  with  brief  notices  of  their  respective  literary  characteristics, 
full  critical  and  exegetical  notes,  two  very  complete  indices  of  words  and  matters, 
and  a  careful  collation  of  the  various  texts.  .  .  .  The  "arguments"  which  Mr. 
Jebb  prefixes  to  the  notes  on  the  various  selected  passages  are  of  high  and 
uniform  excellence.'— /*a//iT/a//  Gazette, 

*  In  setting  before  us  valuable  illustrations  of  Attic  oratory  and  Athenian  life, 
as  has  been  his  avowed  object,  Prof.  Jebb  has  proved  eminently  successful.' — 
AtAenaum. 

*  If  a  more  general  reading  of  Attic  oratory  in  our  schools  and  colleges  can  be 
brought  about  by  good  editing,  the  credit  will  belong  to  Prof.  Jebb.  .  .  .  Textual 
criticism,  interpretation,  and  illustration  are  here  successfully  combined,  as  they 
had  been  by  the  same  hand  in  dealing  with  Theophrastus'  Characters,* — Academy, 


'  To  say  nothing  of  the  fine  grammatical  scholarship  exhibited  in  the  explana- 
tory notes,  these  notes  will  be  found  to  be  unusually  replete  with  historical  and 
antiquarian  information,  presented,  too,  in  no  dead  form,  but  exhibiting  a  lively 
though  sober  use  of  the  imagination  in  dealing  with  the  facts  of  ancient  life.' — 
Giasgotv  Herald. 

*  Professor  Jebb's  readers  will  rise  from  the  perusal  of  his  luminous  pages  not 
only  with  a  systematic  view  of  the  relations  of  the  Greek  orators,  but  with  a 
thorough  grasp  of  the  only  true  method  of  study.  He  has  bridged  the  chasm 
between  Thucydides  and  Demosthenes,  and  it  is  a  bridge  of  gold.  What  was 
lacking  in  the  elaborate  and  charming  volumes  with  which  he  previously  enriched 
our  literature,  he  has  now  supplied  in  this  admirable  work.  * — Glasgow  Nnvs, 

*  This  volume  is  intended  to  be  supplemental  to  the  larger  Ixwk,  to  the  study 
of  which  it  ought  to  add  new  zest.  But  to  have  read  even  the  selected  passages 
by  the  light  of  these  notes  is  to  hold  in  one's  own  hands  many  of  the  threads 
without  which  the  place  of  Demosthenes  can  be  but  half  understood.' — Quarterly 
Review, 

*  Much  various  learning  is  exhibited  in  these  notes,  which  not  only  helps  to 
elucidate  the  author's  meaning,  but  makes  the  commentary  readable  and  attractive. 
.  .  .  This  edition  is  not  only  the  best  English  commentary  upon  these  authors, 
which  is  suitable  for  the  general  student,  but  is  the  only  edition  of  this  description, 
so  far  as  we  are  aware.  * —  TAe  Educational  Times. 

*  The  notes  are  very  full  and  learned,  but  at  the  same  time  quite  within  the 
comprehension  even  of  not  very  advanced  scholars  in  the  oratory  of  Greece.* — 
Westminster  Review. 

*  The  notes  are  exceedingly  judicious ;  first,  because  they  are  uniformly  brief ; 
secondly,  because  they  are  strictly  explanatory  and  illustrative,  and  never  run  off 
into  matters  extraneous  to  the  point.  Moreover,  they  are  so  plain  and  simple 
that  they  meet  the  requirements  of  less  advanced  scholars,  especially  in  the  clear 
thought  and  condensed  knowledge  which  can  put  difficult  things  in  quite  a  plain 
way.* — British  Quarterly  Review. 

*  The  work,  in  its  primary  purpose,  is  a  contribution  to  scholarship,  and  as 
such  is  of  the  highest  interest  and  value.' — Spectator. 

*  In  this  handsome  book  Professor  Jebb  has  given  us  a  companion  volume  to 
his  admirable  Attic  Orators — a  work  whose  value  was  fully  recognised  by  com- 
petent opinion  here  and  abroad.  .  .  .  Professor  Jebb  has  not  limited  his  labours 
to  the  task,  no  sinecure  in  itself,  of  selecting  the  best  possible  specimens  from  an 
enormous  mass  of  material.  He  has  prefixed  an  elaborate  collation  of  his  texts 
with  those  adopted  by  the  chief  German  editors,  and  the  "Notes"  occupy  the 
larger  portion  of  the  volume.  ...  His  scholarly  work  will  supply  a  definite 
want. ' — Manchester  Guardian. 


MODERN  GREECE.     (Macmillan  and  Co.     5s.) 

[Four  Essays  :  I.  The  History  of  Greece  from  the  Roman 
Conquest  to  the  Present  Day.  II.  A  Tour  in  Greece.  III. 
The  Recent  Progress  of  Greece.  IV.  The  Story  of  Byron  in 
Greece.] 

'We  have  no  hesitation  in  recommending  this  pleasant  volume  to  all  who 
would  possess  the  facts  of  the  question  in  convenient  compass.' — Athemmm. 
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EPiUtrREflT  OF  aASSICS  , 

'  1?  )ok  will  be  welcome  alike  to  the  historian,  to  the  classical  scbolar*  til 
to  thr  *i>  udent  rf  the  politics  of  our  own  day.  It  is  aa  Viemineatly  stiinuUta| 
book.       ^  ■   ^//n   '\T.'Ut. .  ■■  \fffif    ....•'  I 

*'     .\^'Kji  rrc''*ssn*  ,^"'>  '      n      be  meastirea     '  the  invent 

ratio       its  "vo  ct../  ;•    ■  comppflflPs  ^  amount  <| 

intere^.  r/  a-d  vivi'i^»%^inj|^j^«  , ._  i^t  i.relE  •  xy     nr         .j.     It  is  at  onoi^ 

a  book  of  histor}','  a  book  G^T^Vel'*,  aQu^;.  book  o  oi.iCff)lporary  social  study  m 
a]3plied  to  Greene.  I^JIB  needleai|j|p  say  that  th^jjustorical  portion  is  execatel! 
with  the  4nastcry  I J  IJtCLcpccted  from  such  a  sdPHttflB  Professor  J  ebb.  TIib! 
narratiiie  <^%jf^  ^<>ur  is  msixmiTi^ifiat  its  geaiaJ^brighnKss  of  ^fk^SBtDX,  it».liappf| 
skill  iflftl&bScaiie-pailipig,  never >  overdone,  no  less  Xhff  fof^itsNUDbtnisive  bal| 
deep  symiMthy  with jj^pcople  ^MiUlfae  country  visited&^^{^/  Maitlfazette.         \ 

h^sclf  will)  what  she  now  is,  and  what  she  V*%^"  i^hc  many  vicu 
intcrvcninij;  a^cs.    The  task  of  tracing,  in  ^  brief  and  po|^ar  form,  the  coxmectioii' 


lat  snc  T*ipr^"  i^nc  i 
in  ^  brief  and  po|^ar  fc 
L  Taken  up  by  emincniiy 


his  k|U)wlc(1ge  of  \shkL  Greece  was  in  her  days  q|i  ancient  renown  by  alcdliutiiig 

coniKcti 

between  old  ami  new  Greece  has  been  Taken  up  by  emincniiy  popular  hnnds.  It 
would  l>e  an  impertinence  to  praise  Professor  Jebb*s  scholarship  to  any  audience  \ 
of  competent  scholars;  and  general  literary  skill  and  the  power  of  sy  xnx>athetiG ; 
observation  have  enabled  him  to  turn  his  more  recent  experiences  to  the  bestj 
account.  .  .  .  His  descriptions  arc  amusing,  pointed,  and  often  brilliant.' — ' 
S/,  /tj//ws's  Gazette. 

*This  most  interesting  cuilcction  of  essays.' — Nineteenth  Century. 

*  Professor  Jebb  a<lds  to  his  unrivalled  scholarship  a  knowledge  of  afTairs  whidi 
scholars  arc  Ixilieved  seldom  to  possess,  and  the  command  of  a  very  admirable 
Engli.'sli  style.  The  volume  luifnre  us  contains  two  lectures  delivered  before  the 
Philosopliicfil  Institution  of  Kdinlmrgh,  an  essay  nn  the  Progress  of  Greece,  and  a 
jiapor  on  Hyron's  connection  with  the  cause  of  Greek  independence.  The  first  of  ■ 
the  two  lectures  contains  a^ketch  of  the  history  of  Greece  from  the  l^eginning  of 
the  Roman  period  down  to  the  recovery  of  independence.  The  second  contains 
notes  and  impressions  of  travel.  They  strike  us  as  being  especially  admirable. 
The  writer  catches  the  charaAoristics  of  the  Greek  scenery,  and  descril>es  thcin  in, 
language  of  a  quite  uncommclh  force  and  beauty.* — Spectator. 
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